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Abstract

Being responsible for interactions between matter fields, gauge field theories
play a major role in our understanding of nature. The most prominent demon-
stration of this fact is provided by the gauge bosons of the Standard Model
of Particle Physics, among which the photon is the carrier of the electromag-
netic interaction. Notably, electromagnetism is described by an Abelian gauge
theory. Roughly, this means that photons do not exhibit self-interactions, the
reason why electromagnetism is very well understood also mathematically.

The aim of this thesis is to investigate the locality properties of Abelian
gauge field theories in the mathematically rigorous framework provided by the
principle of general local covariance, consisting in a set of axioms to describe
field theories on curved spacetimes (both classically and at the quantum level).
Roughly speaking, to each spacetime, one is supposed to assign (in a mathe-
matically coherent way) a family of observables for the field theory of interest.
We will analyze two examples, Mazwell k-forms, a generalization of the vector
potential of electromagnetism, and the U(1) Yang-Mills model, which describes
photons in the Standard Model. As backgrounds, we will consider globally hy-
perbolic spacetimes, the most general class of spacetimes where the dynamics
of wave-type field equations can be understood globally.

Our attention will be focused in particular on the locality axiom of general
local covariance, which states that an embedding between spacetimes (com-
patible with the causal structures) should induce an inclusion at the level of
observables, namely the observables on the embedded spacetime should form
a subset of those on the target spacetime. Both at the classical and at the
quantum level, it turns out that the models we consider violate this axiom de-
pending on certain global features of the background spacetime. For Maxwell
k-forms, we prove that there is no coherent way to recover the locality axiom.
For the U(1) Yang-Mills model we adopt two different approaches: in the first
case locality can be recovered coherently, but the class of observables we intro-
duce fails to detect field configurations corresponding to the Aharonov-Bohm
effect; in the second case observables are defined mimicking Wilson loops so
that also Aharonov-Bohm configurations are captured, yet locality cannot be
recovered coherently.
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Chapter

Introduction

Quantum field theory on curved spacetimes is a well-established and very
promising research field in mathematical physics. Algebraic methods proved
very successful in this context. The original idea can be traced back to the semi-
nal work of Haag and Kastler [HK64], who first noted that quantum field theory
could be better understood as a net of algebras of observables on Minkowski
spacetime. This consists of specifying, for each spacetime region, an algebra
describing observables which are localized there. The net naturally encodes
both geometric and dynamical features of quantum field theory, such as lo-
cality, covariance with respect to the symmetries of Minkowski spacetime and
causality. Notably, these properties arise already at the algebraic level, with-
out the need of any choice of representation on a Hilbert space. This approach
was later extended to curved spacetimes by Dimock [Dim80]. A recent break-
through in the context of quantum field theory on curved backgrounds is the
axiomatic formulation proposed by Brunetti, Fredenhagen and Verch [BFV03],
known as generally covariant locality principle. Roughly speaking, the central
feature of this approach consists in taking into account quantum field theories
on all globally hyperbolic spacetimes at the same time. Specifically, to each
globally hyperbolic spacetime, one assigns an algebra of observables. Again,
covariance, locality and causality are encoded in a natural way; moreover, there
is a further requirement, the so-called time-slice axiom, which is reminiscent of
the global well-posedness of Cauchy problems for wave equations on globally
hyperbolic spacetimes. Basically, this means that the full information about
the field is already contained in the initial data. One might summarize the
axioms of general local covariance as follows:

Covariance Whenever a spacetime is embedded (preserving its causal struc-
ture) in a larger one, there should be a map (compatible with the alge-
braic structures) which assigns an observable on the target spacetime to
each observable on the source;

Locality It is required that the map described above is an injection, namely,
on the source of the spacetime embedding, one should have a subalgebra



1. Introduction

of the algebra of observables associated to the target spacetime;

Causality Observables localized in regions which cannot be joined by a causal
curve should commute;

Time-slice axiom The algebra of observables localized in a suitable neigh-
borhood of a Cauchy hypersurface is isomorphic to the algebra describing
observables on the full spacetime.

Quantum field theories which realize the axioms of general local covariance are
called locally covariant quantum field theories. Similar axioms can be stated
for classical field theories as well. Notably, general local covariance provided a
successful framework to extend structural results about quantum field theory
on Minkowski spacetime to much more general curved spacetimes, for exam-
ple see [Ver01] for the spin-statistics theorem on curved spacetimes; moreover,
this proved to be a solid background to develop new ideas (an example is the
concept of dynamical locality [F'V12]), eventually stimulating developments in
classical field theory too, cfr. [BFLR12,FR12,Khal4b]. For this reason, much
effort has been spent in the last decade to realize the axioms of general local
covariance in physical models. First of all, free field theories were taken into ac-
count, such as the scalar field [BFV03], the Dirac field [DHP09, San10] and the
Proca field [Dapl1] (for a review see also [BDH13]). Furthermore, a systematic
approach for linear field equations was developed in [BGP07, BG12a, BG12b)]
and later it was extended in [BDS14b] to include affine field theories too. The
successful description of free field theories paved the way for further develop-
ments in treating interacting field theories in the framework of perturbative
algebraic quantum field theory [BDF09,HW10], eventually leading to a mathe-
matically rigorous notion of local Wick polynomials [BFK96,HWO01] and of the
operator product expansion [Hol07], as well as to new insights on the renor-
malization of quantum field theories on curved backgrounds [BF00, HW03].
Linear gauge field theories were considered too, see for example [Dap11,DL12],
for the first presentations of the electromagnetic field in the context of gen-
eral local covariance, and [FH13] for linearized gravity. For a more systematic
approach to linear gauge fields, refer to [HS13]. Note that also interacting
gauge field theories have been studied by means of perturbative techniques
in [Hol08, FR13, BFR13].

It was first observed in [DL12] in the attempt to quantize Maxwell equations
in the framework of general local covariance that the Faraday tensor does not
satisfy the locality axiom, such behavior being related to the second de Rham
cohomology group of the background spacetimes. This observation motivated
further investigations on the interplay between general local covariance and
electromagnetism under different perspectives. The quantization of the vector
potential of electromagnetism was shown to satisfy locality in [Dapl1, DS13],
but restricted to those globally hyperbolic spacetimes for which certain de
Rham cohomology groups are trivial. Explicit counterexamples to locality
of the vector potential (as well as of its higher analogues) were exhibited in
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[SDH14] and physically interpreted as being caused by Gauss’ law. Therefore
de Rham cohomology classes representing the fluxes of an electric field are
recognized as causing the failure of the locality axiom in Maxwell field theory.
Similar issues appear when describing electromagnetism as a Yang-Mills field
theory as in [BDS14a, BDHS14].

So far, we did not consider states for the algebras of observables discussed
above. Even if we will not deal with this topic, states play a major role when
one wants to extract physical information from a quantum field theory since
they provide expectation values. Let us mention that different approaches are
available to construct states for the algebra of observables of electromagnetism
over a curved spacetime [FP03,DS13,FS13]. More recently, techniques have
been developed also to construct states for more general linear gauge field
theories including the Maxwell case [GW14, WZ14].

Interplay between gauge symmetry, locality and spacetime topology

The main goal of this thesis is twofold. On the one hand, we want to better
understand to what extent Abelian gauge field theories violate the locality ax-
iom of general local covariance. On the other hand, we try to highlight certain
global topological aspects which are accessible also in terms of local observ-
ables. These two aspects turn out to be tightly related, the link between the
two being provided by the interplay between dynamics and gauge symmetry:
Since field configurations only matter up to gauge transformations, one is in-
duced to restrict the class of functionals to be used to test field configurations
to gauge invariant ones. Doing so, one can test gauge equivalence classes of field
configurations, rather then their specific representatives. Furthermore, dynam-
ics is such that on-shell field configurations have certain associated quantities
which do not depend on the choice of representative in a gauge equivalence
class and which are represented by suitable cohomology classes. Despite the
restrictions imposed on functionals by gauge invariance, this cohomological in-
formation is accessible by testing observables on field configurations. This is
reminiscent of the fact that the quantities encoding the topological informa-
tion only depend on the gauge equivalence class of field configurations rather
than on a specific representative. Therefore, gauge symmetry and dynamics to-
gether introduce global information in field theory and this feature is captured
by means of gauge invariant functionals, which are used to define observables.
This kind of topological information does not necessarily comply with the lo-
cality axiom of general local covariance. As a simple (non-dynamical) example,
consider the inclusion of the pointed plane R?\ {0} into the plane R2. The map
induced at the level of cohomology groups by the pull-back under the inclusion
cannot be surjective since the first de Rham cohomology group of the plane
is trivial, while this is not the case for the pointed plane (which is diffeomor-
phic to a cylinder). Roughly, this means that there are field configurations
on the pointed plane carrying non-trivial topological information which have
no counterpart on the full plane. Dually, on the smaller spacetime one has
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observables sensitive to some field configurations reminiscent of specific topo-
logical aspects. These observables, after being pushed forward to the larger
spacetime, cannot measure anything. This is simply because there cannot be
any field configuration carrying the kind of topological information to which
the considered observables are sensitive. Therefore observables of this type be-
come trivial under suitable spacetime embeddings, thus leading to violations
of locality.

One of the main guiding principles of the investigations presented here
stems from the idea that observables should be able to extract any possi-
ble information about dynamically allowed field configurations (up to gauge
equivalence). To achieve this result, already at the classical level, we want to
specify observables via functionals on field configurations in such a way that
these are sufficiently many to distinguish all different (gauge classes of) field
configurations. If this result is achieved, observables can really capture the full
information encoded in the dynamics, including topological aspects, if any.

So far, only the pairing between field configurations and observables has
been taken into account. However, from the point of view of classical field
theory, a suitable presymplectic structure is supposed to be defined on the
space of observables. As usual, the correct presymplectic structure can be
read off from the Lagrangian. It turns out that, depending on the spacetime
topology, the presymplectic form has non-trivial degeneracies, which provide
potential sources for the failure of locality. Consider once again the situation
of a spacetime embedded into a larger one. Assuming that an observable on
the embedded spacetime lies in the null space of the presymplectic structure
for the target spacetime implies that this observable is degenerate for the
presymplectic structure of the source too. However, the converse might fail
since on the larger spacetime there is in general room for more observables,
which might reduce the degeneracy of the presymplectic structure. Therefore,
it might happen that observables, which are degenerate with respect to the
presymplectic form on a spacetime, are mapped along a push-forward outside
the null space of the presymplectic structure of the target spacetime. This way
the dynamics eventually prevents us from recovering locality by quotients (in
a suitable sense). In fact, one might consider spacetimes which are embedded
in two different targets. On the source one has a degenerate observable which
becomes trivial when mapped to the first target spacetime. However, the
same observable, when mapped to the other target spacetime, is no longer
degenerate with respect to the relevant presymplectic structure. Therefore, to
recover injectivity along the first embedding, one should take a quotient on
the source to “remove” the observable which becomes trivial. Yet, the second
embedding is such that this quotient is not compatible with the presymplectic
structure on its target, hence such a quotient cannot be performed coherently
on all spacetimes. This is the extent to which gauge theories violate the locality
axiom of general local covariance. Dynamics and gauge symmetry together not
only produce the lack of locality, but they even prevent its recovery by means
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of quotients (in a coherent sense).

Results achieved

In this thesis the features of Abelian gauge theories presented above are an-
alyzed in detail for two different models. First, Maxwell k-forms are consid-
ered, which describe analogues of the vector potential (corresponding to degree
k = 1) in higher degree k. In the first place, we obtain a suitable space of ob-
servables for this model and a non-degenerate pairing with gauge equivalence
classes of dynamically allowed field configurations. On the space of observ-
ables, we introduce the presymplectic structure induced by the Lagrangian
density of the model and we study its degeneracies exhibiting examples. The
assignment of the corresponding space of observables to each globally hyper-
bolic spacetime gives rise to a covariant classical field theory, yet locality fails.
In fact, we exploit the degeneracies of the presymplectic form to determine ex-
plicit violations of the locality axiom of general local covariance and we prove
a no-go theorem for the recovery of locality via quotients. We conclude our
study of Maxwell k-forms proving that at least isotony in the sense of Haag
and Kastler [HK64] can be recovered by a suitable quotient after fixing a target
spacetime. All these facts find counterparts after the quantization procedure,
which is performed via Weyl canonical commutation relations for presymplec-
tic vector spaces producing a covariant quantum field theory which violates
locality.

Secondly, we describe electromagnetism as a pure Yang-Mills field theory
with U(1) as its structure group. The degrees of freedom of this model are
represented by principal bundle connections and its gauge symmetry arises
from the geometry by means of principal bundle automorphisms covering the
identity on the base manifold of the principal bundle. We take into account
the affine structure of the space of connections as well as the topologically non-
trivial gauge transformations (also known as finite gauge transformations). In
the first place, we introduce observables by means of gauge invariant affine
functionals. It turns out that the vector space of observables obtained along
these lines fails in distinguishing certain gauge classes of on-shell field con-
figurations: Because of the severe constraints imposed by gauge invariance,
affine observables are not sensitive to flat connections. Both mathematically
and physically, this seems unsatisfactory. On the one hand, we have solu-
tions to the field equations which are not detectable via the functionals we
consider; on the other hand, flat connections reproduce the Aharonov-Bohm
effect, therefore affine observables are not able to detect a well-known physical
phenomenon. Analyzing this model more closely, one realizes that again the
presymplectic structure has non-trivial degeneracies depending on the space-
time topology. This gives us the chance to look for counterexamples to the
locality axiom, which are explicitly shown. Therefore, via the assignment of
the corresponding presymplectic space of affine observables to each principal
U(1)-bundle over a globally hyperbolic spacetime, we obtain a covariant classi-
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cal field theory which violates locality. However, the fact that some observables
are missing allows us to recover locality by means of a suitable quotient, thus
leading to a locally covariant classical field theory. The quotient which re-
covers locality in this context can be interpreted by saying that connections
describing pure electromagnetism should carry no electric flux. In the end,
quantization is performed adopting canonical commutation relations a la Weyl
associated to presymplectic vector spaces. Doing so, the results found for the
classical field theory are promoted to the quantum case.

To cure the impossibility to detect certain gauge equivalence classes of
connections, we analyze the U(1) Yang-Mills model once again, introducing
observables in a different manner. Motivated by the analogy with Wilson
loops, we replace the affine functionals described above by their complex ex-
ponentials (we adopt the term affine characters for functionals of this type).
This choice weakens the constraints imposed by gauge invariance. The re-
sult is a richer space of observables which succeeds in distinguishing on-shell
connections up to gauge, including the flat ones, which describe the Aharonov-
Bohm effect. The space of observables defined via affine characters is only an
Abelian group, which can be endowed with a presymplectic structure very
similar to the one in the previous case. As before, degeneracies are present
depending on the spacetime topology, together with counterexamples to local-
ity. This shows that, assigning to each principal U(1)-bundle over a globally
hyperbolic spacetime the corresponding presymplectic vector space gives rise
to a covariant classical field theory which violates locality. Contrary to the
case where affine functionals are considered, we now have a space of observ-
ables (specified via affine characters) rich enough to separate gauge equivalence
classes of on-shell field configurations. This fact reduces the degeneracies of
the presymplectic structure in comparison with the previous situation, even-
tually leading to the impossibility to recover locality by quotients. In analogy
with the case of Maxwell k-forms, one can still fix a target spacetime (with
a principal U(1)-bundle on top) and, performing a suitable quotient, one can
recover Haag-Kastler isotony. In conclusion, a covariant quantum field the-
ory is obtained after quantization via Weyl relations for presymplectic Abelian
groups. All the features of the covariant classical field theory are shown to
have counterparts at the quantum level. In particular, the covariant quantum
field theory violates the locality axiom of general local covariance.

Outline

In the following, we summarize the topics investigated in this thesis. In Chap-
ter 2 we set the bases for the subsequent developments. In particular, Section
2.1 introduces globally hyperbolic spacetimes, which provide the background
where the field dynamics takes place. We proceed with Section 2.2, where our
notation for differential forms is established, de Rham cohomology with un-
restricted and compact support is briefly recalled, together with its Poincaré
duality, and analogues of de Rham cohomology with causally restricted support
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systems are developed, together with the corresponding analogue of Poincaré
duality. To conclude this section, we briefly recall the dynamical properties of
the Hodge-d’Alembert operator for differential forms over globally hyperbolic
spacetimes. Section 2.3 is devoted to prepare some material to deal with affine
structures, which naturally appear when dealing with connections on principal
bundles. In particular, we present a notion of affine differential operator and
we study its dual. Principal bundles, together with the corresponding notions
of connections and of gauge transformations, are presented in Section 2.4. To
conclude, Section 2.5 deals with the quantization of presymplectic Abelian
groups adopting Weyl canonical commutation relations.

Maxwell k-forms are introduced and analyzed in Chapter 3. As a starting
point, Section 3.1 deals with their dynamics and gauge symmetry. In Sec-
tion 3.2, we develop the covariant classical field theory of Maxwell k-forms
on globally hyperbolic spacetimes. All axioms of general local covariance are
shown to hold, except locality. Explicit counterexamples to the locality axioms
are exhibited, the failure of locality is attributed to the non-injectivity of the
push-forward on de Rham cohomology with compact support in degree k + 1
for certain spacetime embeddings, a no-go theorem for the recovery of locality
by quotients (in a suitable sense) is proved and the recovery of isotony a la
Haag-Kastler by means of a quotient is presented. To conclude Chapter 3, in
Section 3.3 we perform the quantization of the covariant classical field theory
developed in Section 3.2. We obtain a covariant quantum field theory which
violates locality to the extent that no quotient can be performed to recover
this property. Yet, a quantum field theory in the sense of Haag and Kastler
can be obtained performing quantization after the recovery of isotony at the
classical level.

In Chapter 4 we investigate the Yang-Mills model with structure group
U(1) over globally hyperbolic spacetimes. Section 4.1 specifies the dynamics
and gauge symmetry for Yang-Mills connections on principal U(1)-bundles. In
particular, we exhibit the naturality of the field equations and we prove the
existence of solutions. Furthermore, we analyze in detail the action of gauge
transformations on connections using cohomological techniques and paying the
due attention to topologically non-trivial gauge transformations. We proceed
with Section 4.2 introducing observables by means of gauge invariant affine
functionals, which, however, fail in detecting flat connections (corresponding
to the Aharonov-Bohm effect). Despite this shortcoming, we endow the space
of affine observables with the presymplectic structure induced from the Yang-
Mills Lagrangian and we prove that the assignment of the presymplectic vector
space of affine observables to each principal U(1)-bundle over a globally hyper-
bolic spacetime gives rise to a covariant classical field theory, namely all axioms
of general local covariance hold, up to locality. As a matter of fact, violations of
locality appear explicitly in relation to observables measuring the electric flux
(Gauss’ law). However, a quotient by these observables enables us to recover
locality, thus leading to a locally covariant classical field theory. This quotient

7
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is interpreted as the restriction to those connections which carry no electric
flux. The present section is completed with quantization by means of Weyl re-
lations, producing a covariant quantum field theory violating locality when the
full theory is considered and a locally covariant quantum field theory in case
the electric flux observables are removed via the quotient mentioned above. To
overcome the shortcomings of affine functionals, namely the impossibility to
detect flat connections, in Section 4.3 we consider their exponentiated version
(affine characters). The constraints imposed by gauge invariance are weak-
ened by the complex exponential in such a way that observables defined via
gauge invariant affine characters succeed in distinguishing connections up to
gauge (including the flat ones, which reproduce the Aharonov-Bohm effect). In
fact, we can interpret Wilson loops for U(1)-connections as the distributional
counterparts of our more regular affine characters. Notice that the space of
observables in this approach is only an Abelian group, which is endowed with
a suitable presymplectic structure in analogy with the previous section. Once
more, the result is a covariant classical field theory which violates locality be-
cause of the observables measuring the electric flux. However, in this approach
we prove a no-go theorem for the recovery of locality by means of a suitable quo-
tient. Comparing this result with the previous case in which affine functionals
are considered in place of affine characters, one can interpret the no-go theorem
as follows: The availability of observables detecting the Aharonov-Bohm effect
prevents us from performing the quotient by electric flux observables, which
are the sources of the lack of locality. Fixing a target principal U(1)-bundle
over a globally hyperbolic spacetime, we can perform a quotient which recovers
isotony in the sense of Haag and Kastler. To complete our analysis, we quan-
tize the covariant classical field theory using Weyl relations for presymplectic
Abelian groups. The result is a covariant quantum field theory violating the
locality axiom. Yet, quantization of the model after the recovery of isotony
produces a quantum field theory in the Haag-Kastler sense.



Chapter

Preliminaries

The aim of this chapter is to collect the most important mathematical tools
upon which the whole thesis relies. Most of the material will be presented with
very few details and often avoiding proofs. However, we will always provide
the relevant references to the existing literature.

The following definition specifies which category of manifolds we will be
interested in throughout this thesis. For a detailed discussion on this topic we
refer the reader to the literature, for example [Josl1, Section 1.1].

Definition 2.0.1. With the term manifold we refer to an orientable, bound-
aryless, smooth, second countable, Hausdorff manifold of dimension m > 2.
Furthermore, whenever a map between manifolds is considered, it is implicitly
assumed to be smooth.

We will often consider vector bundles over a given manifold M, e.g. its
tangent bundle T'M. A vector bundle (V, 7, M) will be often denoted only by
its total space V.

Similarly, we will usually denote the space of its sections I'(M, V') omitting
the base manifold, namely we will write I'(V). For sections with compact
support, we will adopt the standard convention which consists in adding a
subscript ¢, i.e. we will write I'.(V') for sections with compact support of the
vector bundle V. Again, the reader is invited to refer to the literature for the
definition of vector bundles as well as of its sections, e.g. [Josll, Section 2.1].

Let V and W be vector bundles over a manifold M. We will often consider
linear differential operators P : T'(V) — T'(W) between the corresponding
spaces of sections, defined according to [BGP07, Appendix A.4].

2.1 Globally hyperbolic spacetimes

In this section we introduce briefly some concepts of Lorentzian geometry. We
are particularly interested in recalling the fundamental properties of globally
hyperbolic spacetimes. Our references are [BEE96, BGP07, O’N83, Wall2].
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2. Preliminaries

Definition 2.1.1. A Lorentzian manifold (M, g) is a manifold M endowed
with a Lorentzian metric g, i.e. a fiberwise non-degenerate symmetric (2,0)-
tensor field with signature of type — + -+ - 4.

Lorentzian manifolds provide the appropriate data to define a causal struc-
ture on a manifold. This is achieved specifying three classes of tangent vectors
v € T,M at each point p € M:

1. v is timelike if g(v,v) < 0;
2. v is lightlike if g(v,v) = 0;
3. v is spacelike if g(v,v) > 0.

Causal tangent vectors are either timelike or lightlike. This classification can
be naturally extended to curves v: I — M on M.

Definition 2.1.2. Let (M, g) be a Lorentzian manifold and consider a smooth
curve v : I — M on M, I C R being an open interval. ~ is said to be
timelike, lightlike, causal or spacelike if its tangent vector field % : I — T'M is
respectively timelike, lightlike, causal or spacelike everywhere along the curve

.
The structure presented so far can be enriched specifying a time-orientation.

Definition 2.1.3. A Lorentzian manifold (M, g) is time-orientable if there ex-
ists a vector field t € I'(T'M) which is everywhere timelike. A time-orientation
for (M, g) is specified by the choice of a vector field t as above.

A spacetime (M, g,0,t) consists of a time-orientable Lorentzian manifold
(M, g), the choice of an orientation o for M' and the assignment of a time-
orientation t.

Once a time-orientation t has been chosen, one can distinguish non-zero
causal tangent vectors 0 # v € T,M in two classes, depending on whether
their orientation agrees with or is opposite to that of t. This distinction can
be easily extended to causal curves with a non-vanishing tangent vector field.

Definition 2.1.4. Let (M, g, 0, t) be a spacetime and consider a non-vanishing
causal tangent vector 0 # v € T, M at the point p € M. We say that v is

1. future directed if g(t,v) < 0;
2. past directed if g(t,v) > 0.

Let v : I — M be a causal curve with non-vanishing tangent vector field,
i.e. 4 : I — T'M never vanishes along the curve. We say that 7 is future/past
directed if its tangent vector 7 is such everywhere along ~.

'Recall that only orientable manifolds are considered, see Definition 2.0.1.
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2.1. Globally hyperbolic spacetimes

A spacetime (M, g,0,t) provides a sufficiently rich structure in order to
introduce the causal future/past J3;(S) as well as the chronological future/past
I5(S) of a spacetime region S C M. Furthermore, looking at the causal
future and past of each point, one can determine whether a subset S of a given
spacetime (M, g, 0,1t) is compatible with the causal structure of the spacetime
itself.

Definition 2.1.5. Let (M, g, 0,t) be a spacetime and consider a subset S C M.
We define the causal future/past Ji7(S) of S in M as the set of those points in
M that can be reached by a future/past directed causal curve emanating from a
point in S. Similarly, one defines the chronological future/past I3;(S) of S in M
as the set of points in M that can be reached by a future/past directed timelike
curve emanating from a point in S. A subset S of a spacetime (M, g,0,t) is
causally compatible if J (v) = J3;(x) NS for each x € S.

The causal future and the causal past of a spacetime region S C M are often
considered together. For this purpose we introduce Jy(S) = J5,(S) U J,(S).

In the development of the thesis, we will often encounter wave-type equa-
tions. This family of equations admits a globally well-posed initial value prob-
lem on a distinguished class of spacetimes, which are the main topic of this sec-
tion, namely globally hyperbolic spacetimes. In order to introduce this special
class of spacetimes, we need to define first a special class of (m—1)-dimensional
submanifolds, known as Cauchy hypersurfaces, m being the dimension of M as
a manifold. These hypersurfaces are exactly those where to specify the initial
data of a Cauchy problem.

Definition 2.1.6. A Cauchy hypersurface ¥ of a spacetime (M, g, 0,t) is a
subset of M satisfying the following property: > meets each inextensible time-
like curve on M exactly once. A spacetime (M, g, 0,1t) is globally hyperbolic if
it admits a Cauchy hypersurface.

Without any further assumption, one can show that any Cauchy hypersur-
face of a given spacetime (M, g,0,t) is an (m — 1)-dimensional submanifold of
M of class C° see [O'N83, Lemma 29, Chapter 14].

One of the most prominent results on global hyperbolicity is the theorem
stated below, which is due to Bernal and Sanchez [BS05, BS06]. This result
allows for a very detailed characterization of the structure of any globally
hyperbolic spacetime.

Theorem 2.1.7. Let (M, g,0,t) be a spacetime. Then the statements presented
below are equivalent:

1. (M, g,o0,t) is globally hyperbolic;

2. There are no closed causal curves in M and Jy;(p) N Jy;(q) is a compact
set for all p,q € M;

11
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3. (M, g,0,1t) is isometric to R x ¥ endowed with the metric —f dt @dt + hy,
t: R x X — R is the projection on the first factor, f € C*(R x X) is
strictly positive, R 5 t — hy provides a smooth 1-parameter family of
Riemannian metrics on ¥ and {t} x ¥ is a spacelike smooth Cauchy
hypersurface in (M, g,0,t) for each t € R (under the identification of M
with R x 3).

Furthermore, any spacelike smooth Cauchy hypersurface ¥ for (M, g, o0,t)
induces a foliation for (M, g,0,t) of the type described in the third statement
above.

Notice that the second statement appearing in the theorem above is very
often used to define globally hyperbolic spacetimes. This is for example the ap-
proach of [BGP07,0’N83|. However, in these references an apparently stronger
hypothesis is required to hold, the so-called strong causality condition. It was
proven in [BS07] that the causality condition, namely non-existence of closed
causal curves, is actually sufficient.

Being motivated by the last theorem, which, given a Cauchy hypersurface
for a spacetime (M, g, 0,1t), ensures the existence of a whole family of Cauchy
hypersurfaces which are also smooth and spacelike, in the following we will
always implicitly assume all Cauchy hypersurfaces to be smooth and spacelike,
unless otherwise stated.

Since this notational abuse almost never becomes a source of misunder-
standing, from now on it will be much more practical to refer to a globally hy-
perbolic spacetime (M, g, 0,t) mentioning explicitly only the underlying man-
ifold M, the rest of the data being understood.

For the moment we specified objects in the category of globally hyperbolic
spacetimes. The next definition provides the suitable notion of a morphism
between globally hyperbolic spacetimes.

Definition 2.1.8. Let M and N be m-dimensional globally hyperbolic space-
times. A causal embedding f from M to N is specified by an isometric embed-
ding f : M — N such that both the orientation and the time-orientation are
preserved by f and the image of f is a causally compatible open subset of N.
A causal embedding f between two m-dimensional globally hyperbolic space-
times M and N is a Cauchy morphism if there exists a Cauchy hypersurface
¥ of N which is included in the image of M under f, that is to say ¥ C f(M).

The category of globally hyperbolic spacetimes GHyp has m-dimensional
globally hyperbolic spacetimes as objects and causal embeddings between two
m-~dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetimes as morphisms.

Before concluding the present section, following [Bérl4, Sanl3|, we intro-
duce some nomenclature for subregions of a globally hyperbolic spacetime M.

Definition 2.1.9. Let M be a globally hyperbolic spacetime. We say that a
subset S C M is:

12



2.2. Differential forms

pc) past compact if SN Jy;(K) is compact for each K C M compact;

fc) future compact if SN J},(K) is compact for each K C M compact;

)
)
tc) timelike compact if it is both past and future compact;
sc)

spacelike compact if it is closed and there exists K C M compact such
that S g JM(K),

psc) past spacelike compact if it is closed and there exists K C M compact
such that S C J,(K);

fsc) future spacelike compact if it is closed and there exists K C M compact
such that S C J,,(K).

Mimicking the standard convention which consists in denoting sections with
compact support with I'., we will use the subscripts tc and sc to specify the
support properties of certain sections of a vector bundle over a globally hy-
perbolic spacetime. For example, given a vector bundle V' over a globally
hyperbolic spacetime M, we will denote the space of its sections with timelike
compact support with the symbol I'y.(V).

2.2 Differential forms

In this section we introduce briefly differential forms. The aim is to recall the
key properties of the usual differential complexes for forms, which eventually
lead to the standard de Rham cohomologies with unrestricted and compact
supports. This presentation is mainly devoted to the development of a slightly
modified version of de Rham cohomology for globally hyperbolic spacetimes
defined out of the differential complexes which only involve forms supported
on spacelike compact or timelike compact regions. As it will be clear from
Chapter 3, these cohomologies are very much related with the dynamics of
k-form Maxwell fields on a globally hyperbolic spacetime. In the last part of
this section, we will recall some properties of the Hodge-d’Alembert differen-
tial operator over globally hyperbolic spacetimes, in particular the existence
and uniqueness of retarded and advanced Green operators. Our references for
differential forms and de Rham cohomology are the classic books [dR84,BT82],
while we refer to [BGP07, Wall2] for the properties of the Hodge-d’Alembert
differential operator (more generally, of any normally hyperbolic differential
operator).

Following the standard literature, we introduce differential forms of degree
k on an m-dimensional manifold M as sections of the k-th exterior power
A" (T*M) of the cotangent bundle T*M. This means that a k-form is nothing
but a skew-symmetric k-covariant tensor field on M. The space of k-forms is
denoted by QF(M) = I'( /\k(T*M)) Being defined out of the exterior powers

13
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of a vector bundle, one can naturally endow the graded vector space Q*(M) =
@, OF(M) with the structure of a graded algebra by defining the so-called
wedge product A : QF(M) x Q¥ (M) — QF¥(M). In the same spirit, one
might also consider differential forms with compact support on M, which again
form a graded algebra with respect to A, denoted by Q*(M).

As stated at the beginning of this chapter, c¢fr. Definition 2.0.1, we always
consider m-dimensional oriented manifolds M. This provides a natural notion
of integral [,, : QU"(M) — R, which is defined as a real valued linear map
on compactly supported forms of top degree k = m. The integration map,
together with the wedge product, provides a pairing (-, -) between k-forms and
(m — k)-forms. This is defined according to the formula given below:

B)y=[yuans, (2.2.1)

where o € QF(M) and 3 € Q™ *(M) have supports with compact overlap. One
can show that (-,-) induces a non-degenerate bilinear pairing between QF(M)
and Q™ *%(M). Similar conclusions hold true if the restriction to compactly
supported forms is imposed on the second argument of (-, -) in place of the first
one. In fact (o, B8) = (—=1)*™=% (3 o) for each o € QF(M) and B € Q" *(M)
with compact overlapping support, as it follows from the definition of the wedge
product.

Furthermore, whenever M is not only oriented, but also endowed with a
metric (for example this is the case for a Lorentzian manifold according to
Definition 2.1.1), it is possible to perform another standard construction to
define the Hodge star operator = : N*(T*M) — A" *(T*M) as a linear map
from skew-symmetric k-covariant tensors to skew-symmetric (m — k)-covariant
tensors. For an explicit definition of the Hodge star, we refer the reader to
the literature, e.g. [Josll, Section B.BL The Hodge star operator * induces
a non-degenerate inner product on A\"(7T*M), which consists in contracting
with respect to the metric the corresponding indices of two skew-symmetric
covariant k-tensors at a point p € M. One can express this inner product as

(&) € NN (T*M) x N*(T*M) — «7L( A xn) € R. (2.2.2)

An oriented manifold M endowed with a metric admits a canonical top degree
differential form induced by the Hodge star operator. Specifically vol = x1 &
Q" (M) defines the standard volume form over a pseudo-Riemannian oriented
manifold. Via integration with the volume form vol, the inner product defined
in eq. (2.2.2) specifies a pairing (-, -) between k-forms with compact overlapping
support:

= [u*x Hanxp)vol= [, aAxf = (a,x8), (2.2.3)

where «, € Qk(M ) have supports with compact overlap. In particular, notice
that (-,-) is a non-degenerate bilinear pairing between QF(M) and Q*(M) or
similarly, between Q*(M) and QF(M). This is a consequence of (2.2.2) being
symmetric.
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A central role in the theory of differential forms over a manifold is played
by the exterior derivative, also known as differential. For differential forms of
any degree on an m-dimensional manifold M this is denoted by d : QF(M) —
QOFFL(M). An explicit definition of the exterior derivative can be found for
example in [BT82, Section 1.1]. The most relevant facts about the differential
are the following:

1. d increases the degree of a form by one,

2. the composition of d : QF(M) — Q¥ (M) with d : Q¥ (M) — QFF2(M)
always gives the zero map,

3. d does not enlarge the support of any form.

These facts motivate the introduction of the well-known de Rham complex as
well as its counterpart with compact support, which constitute the main topic
of the next subsection.

2.2.1 de Rham cohomology

As anticipated, the aim of this subsection is to recall some well-known facts
about de Rham cohomology, in particular how de Rham cohomology groups
with or without compact support are defined and how they are related to each
other via Poincaré duality.

To start with, we need to recall the notions of a cochain complex and of a
cochain map. Furthermore, we need to introduce cochain homotopies between
cochain maps. Let us mention that one can define chain complexes along the
same lines, the only difference being the fact that the degree is decreasing from
left to right in the complex, instead of increasing. Notice that we will often
refer to cochain complexes simply as complexes.

Definition 2.2.1. Let A be an Abelian group. Consider a family {M* :
k € Z} of modules over A connected by A-module homomorphisms {h* €
Hom(M* M) © k € Z} fulfilling the property h*™h* = 0. These data
together define a cochain complezx, which is denoted by (M*, h*), or simply
M*, and which is represented pictorially as follows:
S M e 2 e I

Given two complexes (M*, h*) and (N*, I*) of modules over A, a cochain
map f from M* to N* is a collection of A-module homomorphisms {f* €
Hom(M* N*) : k € Z} such that [*f* = f*1h* for all k € Z. Pictorially
this is represented by the commutative diagram below:

» hk—Z Mk‘*l hk—l Mk hk Mk+1 hk+1
fk—l fk fk+1
k—1 k k+1
lk72 N lkfl N lk N lk+1
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Let (M*, h*) and (N*, [*) be two complexes of A-modules and consider
two cochain maps f,g : M* — N*. A cochain homotopy n between f and g
is a collection {n* € Hom4(M* N*71): k € Z} of A-module homomorphisms
such that f*¥ — gF = [¥=1n¥ 4 n**T1Rk for all k € Z. Pictorially we have

iy VU S
nk{’“ gil/”k/f" gi/ﬂ/kﬂ g+t nk+2/
/ k—1 k k+1
lk72 N lkrfl N lk N lk+1

In this situation one says that the cochain maps f and g are cochain homotopic.

According to this definition, given a complex (M*, h*), it is natural to
consider the associated cohomology groups.

Definition 2.2.2. Let (M*, h*) be a complex of modules over an Abelian group
A. The cohomology groups H*(M) associated to this complex? are defined by

ker(h® : MF — M*+1)

k —
B (M) = im(hF—1 0 Mk—1 — MF)’

kelZ.

As a straightforward consequence of the last definition and of Definition
2.2.1, each cochain map induces an A-module homomorphism between the
corresponding cohomology groups. Furthermore, given two homotopic cochain
maps, it turns out that the homomorphisms induced in cohomology coincide.

One realizes immediately that, given an m-dimensional manifold M, the
differential d for the graded algebra of differential forms Q*(M) fits into this
scheme choosing A = R, M* = QF(M) for k € {0, ..., m}, M* = 0 otherwise,
h¥ =d : QM) — Q¥FL(M) for k € {0, ..., m — 1} and h* = 0 otherwise.
Similar conclusions can be drawn when only compactly supported forms are
taken into account. This gives rise to the so-called de Rham complex and its
analog with compact support.

Definition 2.2.3. Let M be an m-dimensional manifold and consider the
graded algebra of differential forms Q*(M) over M. Furthermore, denote the
differential with d : Q¥(M) — QFFL(M). The de Rham complex is the following
cochain complex:

0— QM) -5 Q' (M) -5 - L om(M) — 0. (2.2.4)

The de Rham complex with compact support is exactly the same complex where
only forms with compact support are taken into account:

0— QM) % or(m) % L amr) — 0. (2.2.5)

2Despite the standard nomenclature, cohomology groups defined this way are A-modules.
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Out of these complexes one can define de Rham cohomology groups (possi-
bly, with compact support) by taking the quotient of the kernel of an arrow in
the de Rham complex (respectively in its counterpart with compact support)
by the image of the previous arrow.

Definition 2.2.4. Let M be a manifold and consider both the de Rham com-
plex over M, eq. (2.2.4), and its counterpart with compact support, eq. (2.2.5).
Denote the kernel of d : Q*(M) — Q¥ (M) with Q4(M) = ker(d : QF(M) —
QF(M)), and the kernel of d : QF(M) — QFFH(M) with QF, (M) = ker(d :
QF(M) — QFY(M)). The k-th de Rham cohomology group and the k-th de
Rham cohomology group with compact support over M? are defined as the quo-
tient spaces

Q5 (M)

K _ QM)
- ko_l(M)u Hcd(M)

H§ (M) = W;

ke{0,...,m}. (2.2.6)
We say that a form w € QF(M) is closed if dw = 0, while we refer to a form
6 € QF(M) of the type 8 = d¢ for some ¢ € Q¥ 1(M) as being ervact. The
same nomenclature applies to forms with any kind of support.
De Rham cohomology and its counterpart with compact support are strictly
related to each other due to the relation provided by Stokes’ theorem between
the differential d and the integration map [,, on an oriented manifold M.

Theorem 2.2.5 (Stokes’ theorem). Let M be an m-dimensional oriented man-
ifold (without boundary) and w € Q"' (M). Then [,, dw = 0.

Later we will exploit this theorem to introduce a pairing between de Rham
cohomology groups and their counterparts with compact support, which is
known as Poincaré duality. Before getting to this point, we would like to
present another kind of differential operator acting on forms, the codifferen-
tial, which can be defined for every pseudo-Riemannian oriented manifold and
plays a major role in describing the dynamics of Maxwell k-forms, see Chap-
ter 3. Assuming that M is an oriented manifold endowed with a metric, we
can consider the Hodge star x. Exploiting this tool, we can introduce the
codifferential:

§=(=DFs"1dx: QYM) = Q"1 (M).
The role played by the codifferential is explained by Stokes’ theorem. In fact, a
simple calculation exploiting Theorem 2.2.5 shows that ¢ is the formal adjoint
of d with respect to the pairing (-, -) defined in (2.2.3). Explicitly, this means
(da, B) = (a,dB) for each o € QFFL(M) and B € Q%(M) such that supp(a) N
supp(/) is compact:

(60, 8) = (-1 [

M

(x'd*a) AxB = (—1)"! /Mﬁ Adx
_ /M (d(B A *a) — dB A xa) = (a, ). (2.2.7)

3Note that these cohomology groups are R-modules, hence vector spaces.
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Contrary to the differential d, the codifferential o lowers the degree by one.
All other properties which are relevant for the definition of the complexes
(2.2.4) and (2.2.5) hold true for § as well, namely the codifferential is a support
preserving map and d o0 = 0. These facts are straightforward consequences of
the properties of d and *. For this reason one can associate chain complexes
to the codifferential. The only difference with respect to Definition 2.2.1 is
that now the degree is decreasing. It turns out that the chain complexes for ¢
presented below are isomorphic to those of Definition 2.2.3, the isomorphism
being provided by *:

-2 QM) — 0, (2.2.8)

2 QM) — 0. (2.2.9)

0 — Q™(M) -2 Q™ (M)

RN
0 — QM) s QP (M) s -
Mimicking the notation introduced for d, we define Q¥(M) as the kernel of
§: Q¥ (M) — QF1(M) and QF (M) as the kernel of 6 : QF(M) — QFY(M).
We say that a form w € QF(M) is coclosed if 6w = 0, while a form 6 € QF(M)
of the type 0 = 6¢ for some ¢ € Q¥ (M) is coeract. The same nomenclature
applies to any kind of support system.

One gets cohomology groups and cohomology groups with compact support
for ¢ in the same spirit as the usual ones, cfr. (2.2.6):

Q5 (M)
SQF1(M)

Qes (M)

k _ _ = 7
H(S(M) - 5Q]§+1<M)7

. HE (M) = ke{0,...,m}. (22.10)
It is straightforward to check that the Hodge star operator induces an isomor-
phism between the cohomology groups for ¢ and those defined for d, namely
HE(M) ~ HP % (M) and HF (M) ~ H"S (M) via *.

As anticipated, Theorem 2.2.5 entails that, in the case of an oriented man-
ifold, the pairing (-,-) descends to d-cohomology groups. Similarly, on any
oriented pseudo-Riemannian manifold, (-, -) induces a pairing between the rel-
evant cohomology groups. We summarize these facts below:

() s HE,(M) x HPH(M) — R, (2.2.11a)
s(, ) HE(M) x HE(M) = R, (2.2.11b)
(-,)s : HF (M) x HEY (M) — R. (2.2.11c)

For the first pairing we used the notation for the original pairing between
forms, while for the other ones we introduced a subscript 0 to specify which
of the arguments is defined on d-cohomology groups. Furthermore, notice that
compact supports always appear in the first argument.

We conclude the present section stating a version of Poincaré duality for
de Rham cohomologies, see [BT82, Section 1.5]. This requires the notion of a
good cover of a manifold.

Definition 2.2.6. Let M be an m-dimensional manifold. A good cover of M
is a cover of M by open sets such that the intersection of the elements of any
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finite subset of the cover is either empty or diffeomorphic to R™. A manifold
M is of finite type if it admits a finite good cover.

Taking into account manifolds of finite type, following [BT82] it is possible
to show that the pairings (2.2.11) are actually non-degenerate.

Theorem 2.2.7. Let M be an oriented manifold of finite type. Then the
pairing {-,-) between H* (M) and HF"(M) is non-degenerate. If M is also
endowed with a metric, i.e. M is a pseudo-Riemannian oriented manifold
of finite type, both the pairings 5(-,-) : H¥s(M) x HX(M) — R and (-,-)s :
HE (M) x HE(M) — R are non-degenerate.

The second part of the last theorem is a direct consequence of the first

part simply taking into account that the Hodge star * induces isomorphisms
HFs(M) ~ H7%(M) and HE(M) ~ H} ™ (M).

Remark 2.2.8. Actually, a partial positive result, related to Theorem 2.2.7,
holds true under slightly weaker hypotheses, namely without the requirement
of existence of a finite good cover. Specifically, for any oriented manifold M
(possibly not of finite type), the map defined below turns out to be a vector
space isomorphism, see [GHV72, Section V.4]:

Hy ™8 (M) — (Heq(M))" 18] = (- [8) -

However, when M is not of finite type, it might be the case that the linear
map defined below fails to be an isomorphism, see [BT82, Remark 5.7]:

Heq(M) — (H{7H(MD)", ] = ([e], ) -

In summary, for any oriented manifold M the first pairing in (2.2.11) turns
out to be always non-degenerate in the second argument, moreover this is the
case for the first argument too if M is of finite type. Similar conclusions hold
true for the pairings s(-,-) and (-, -)s.

2.2.2 Causally restricted de Rham cohomology

One might observe that a complex similar to the de Rham one (2.2.4) can
be defined for any support system. This fact simply relies on the support
preserving property of d, which was already exploited in order to define the
de Rham complex with compact support in (2.2.5). When one is dealing with
a globally hyperbolic spacetime M, other choices of support systems may be
considered besides the compact case, for example those introduced in Definition
2.1.9. For the moment we will focus our attention only on the timelike compact
and spacelike compact cases, which, besides their major role in discussing the
dynamics of field equations, turn out to be relevant from the perspective of
cohomology theory too. As we will see later, cfr. Remark 2.2.26, all other
support systems presented in Definition 2.1.9 are trivial from the point of
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view of de Rham cohomology. Let us mention that the content of the present
subsection summarizes the results of [Benl4]. An approach to this topic more
in the spirit of homological algebra is also available in [Khal4a].

Definition 2.2.9. Let M be an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime
and consider the differential d on M. The diagrams presented below define the
timelike compact and spacelike compact de Rham complexes:

0— QO (M) -5 ol ()L - L om(M) — 0,
0— (M) -5 ol () L - L om(M) — 0.

Furthermore, timelike compact and spacelike compact de Rham cohomology
groups are defined according to

chd(M) k Qgcd(M)

H?cd(M) = W? scd(M) = ko——l(mv

ke{0,...,m},

where QF (M) and QF (M) denote the kernels of d : QF (M) — QEFY(M)
and respectively of d : QF (M) — QFFL(M).

Being a globally hyperbolic spacetime, M comes endowed with a metric
and an orientation. Therefore we can consider the codifferential § and, in full
analogy with the last definition, we can introduce similar complexes involving
§ in place of d as well as cohomology groups HE (M) = QF (M) /6QEF (M)
and HE ;(M) = QF (M)/6QF (M) for k € {0, ..., m}. Notice that once
again the Hodge star * induces isomorphisms between the d-complexes and
the d-complexes as well as between the associated cohomology groups.

Various techniques are available to compute the classical de Rham cohomol-
ogy groups of a manifold. As for the timelike compact and spacelike compact
cohomologies of a globally hyperbolic spacetime M, it turns out that they can
be determined very conveniently from the classical ones. This fact relies on
two isomorphisms which we are going to establish. Denoting with ¥ one of the
Cauchy hypersurfaces of M, one has the following:

1. The first isomorphism relates the k-th de Rham cohomology group with
timelike compact support H* (M) on M to the (k — 1)-th de Rham
cohomology group H: (X)) on ¥

2. The second one relates the k-th de Rham cohomology group with space-
like compact support HE (M) on M to the k-th de Rham cohomology
group with compact support H*;(3) on ¥.

The remainder of this subsection will be devoted to the explicit construction of
such isomorphisms. In the end we will see how these isomorphisms provide an
analogue of Poincaré duality between spacelike compact and timelike compact
cohomology groups.
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Remark 2.2.10. We are taking care of causally restricted de Rham cohomolo-
gies only for the differential d. As a matter of fact, it is possible to repeat all
the arguments which follow for the codifferential ¢ as well, the Hodge star x
inducing natural isomorphisms between H}_, (M) and H{" 5" (M) in the timelike
compact case and between HZ, ;(M) and H7';*(M) in the spacelike compact
case.

Timelike compact vs. unrestricted cohomology

Let us start from the timelike compact de Rham cohomology group Hf, (M)
of a globally hyperbolic spacetime M. We present here the strategy which
we are going to adopt in order to exhibit an isomorphism with the de Rham
cohomology group HS’I(Z) of a Cauchy hypersurface X of M in degree lowered
by 1:

1. M being globally hyperbolic, one can exploit Theorem 2.1.7 to exhibit
an isometry from M to a globally hyperbolic spacetime My, which is ex-
plicitly “split in time and space factors”. This means that the underlying
manifold is R x >, ¥ being a Cauchy hypersurface for M, and that the
metric splits in time and space components too as explained by Theo-
rem 2.1.7. Because of the isometry between M and My, HE (M) turns
out to be isomorphic to HE ,(Ms). This provides the first part of the
isomorphism we are going to construct;

2. At a second stage we want to exploit the fact that, as a manifold, Ms
looks like R x 3. This fact will eventually enable us to construct the
second part of the isomorphism we are interested in, namely an isomor-
phism HE ,(Myg) ~ H%!(X) which is provided by “integration along the
time factor” of Ms..

Remark 2.2.11. The isomorphism HE (M) ~ HEY(2) we would like to
exhibit entails in particular that HY_,(M) is trivial. As a consistency check for
our theorem, we prove this fact directly: An element in HY (M) is nothing
but a constant function with timelike compact support. As a consequence, this
function has to vanish everywhere showing that H? (M) = {0}.

Fix a globally hyperbolic spacetime M and consider a foliation My, provided
by Theorem 2.1.7. Since My as a manifold looks like the Cartesian product
R x X, ¥ being a Cauchy hypersurface for M, we can consider the projections
on each factor:

t: My — R, 7w My — 3. (2.2.12)

To define the maps which will give rise to the sought isomorphism in cohomol-
ogy, we follow the approach of [BT82, Section 1.6, pp. 61-63]. Let us stress that
the context in the mentioned reference is slightly different. In fact, in place of
forms with timelike compact support, the so-called vertical compact forms are
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considered there. As a matter of fact, each timelike compact region is indeed
vertical compact in the sense of [BT82], but the converse is not generally true.
For this reason, it is mandatory for us to take care that the relevant maps in
the construction of the sought isomorphism in cohomology are well-behaved
with respect to the stricter constraint considered here on the support of forms.
For the sake of completeness, we reproduce below the construction of [BT82],
adapting it to the present setting, namely to differential forms with timelike
compact support.

The starting point is the following observation: All k-forms with timelike

compact support on My, are linear combinations of two types of forms:*
Type Li: (") f, ¢ € QN (D), feCR(My), (2.2.13)
Type 2¢.: (m*) hdt, € Q*HE), h € C¥(My) . (2.2.14)

The idea is to introduce a time-integration map acting on timelike compact
forms which integrates all terms proportional to dt¢, thus mapping to forms on
the Cauchy hypersurface ¥. In order to consistently define such a map, we
observe that, given a compact subset K of 3, 771(K) has compact overlap
with each timelike compact region T of My. In fact, the overlap is indeed
contained in the compact set Jy, (K)NT. That said, we are in able to define
the time-integration map as follows:

i QF (Mg) — QF (%), (2.2.15)
(7°¢) f =0,
(m*¢) hdt = 9 [ h(s,-)ds.

Notice that we need the integration map to descend to cohomology groups.
This happens whenever ¢ is a cochain map between the complexes (Q:‘C(Mg), d)
and (Q2*71(X),d), as it follows from the lemma stated below, cfr. Definition
2.2.1.

Lemma 2.2.12. di =id on QF (Ms) for each k € {0,...,m}.

Proof. To start with, we choose an oriented atlas for ¥ and we extend it
along the time factor in order to obtain an atlas for My. This will be used
to perform explicitly the relevant computations. The key point of this proof
relies on the possibility to interchange spatial derivatives and integrals along
the time direction. In fact, this follows from 771(K) having compact overlap
with each timelike compact region of My, for any compact K C ..

First we consider k-forms of type 1i., see (2.2.13). Notice that, for each
fixed x € ¥, the map s +— f(s, z) has compact support on R. As a consequence
Jg 0:f(s,x)ds = 0 for each x € ¥. This fact motivates the following chain of

4Notice that for the remainder of this subsection we will often omit the wedge product
in order to improve readability.
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identities, eventually concluding the proof for k-forms of type 1;.:

d((7*¢) f) = '(< *d¢)f+(— k)(ww) df)
= (beat S—O—dz((ﬂ*gb)f).

To complete the proof, we consider now k-forms of type 2., see (2.2.14).
As already noted above, we are allowed to interchange the order in which
integration along the time direction and spatial derivatives are performed. In
particular, one has the identity 0; [ h(s,x)ds = [ 0;h(s, x)ds for each z € 3.
Therefore, the following chain of identities follows as a consequence of this fact,
thus completing the proof of the lemma:

di((7*y) hdt) = d (¢ [, h(s,-)ds)
=dy [ph(s,-)ds+ (=1)" 1 dat [ O;h(s
=i((m *dw) hdt+(— ) (%) da’ O;hdt)
= id((r"y) hdt).
O

Due to Lemma 2.2.12, the integration map i : Q. (Mys) — Q*~1(X) induces
a corresponding map in cohomology. With a slight abuse of notation, we
denote such map with i : Hf_,(Ms) — Hi '(X). At this stage i establishes a
relation between the timelike compact cohomology groups H}, 4(Ms) of My, and
the standard de Rham cohomology groups H%™!(X) of ¥ in degree lowered by
one. Since by construction Msy; is isometric to the original globally hyperbolic
spacetime M, which has X as one of its Cauchy hypersurfaces, our aim to
exhibit an isomorphism between H;, (M) and H: '(%) is achieved as soon as
we manage to exhibit an inverse to ¢ at the level of cohomology groups. The
standard technique to answer this question is to look for a cochain map from
QY (Ms) to QF.(Ms), which is an inverse of 7 : Q. (Ms) — Q* 1 (Ms) up to
a cochain homotopy, see Definition 2.2.1. If this is the case, the cochain map
induces an exact inverse in cohomology, thus showing that i : Hf ,(Ms) —
H7!(¥) is an isomorphism.

A reasonable guess to define an inverse of i : Qf (M) — Q*~1(Ms) up to
homotopy might be to extend (k—1)-forms on ¥ to timelike compact k-forms on
My, simply by taking the wedge product with a suitable 1-form along the time
component: Choosing a smooth function a € C¥(R) with compact support
such that [, a(s)ds = 1, one can introduce a closed 1-form w = (t*a)dt on My,
with timelike compact support. Notice that [ads] generates the 1-dimensional
vector space H! j(R). We can exploit w to introduce a time-extension map:

e: QFN(R) — QF (My), P (TP w. (2.2.16)
It is straightforward to check that e : Q*71(3) — Qf (Ms) is a cochain map.

Lemma 2.2.13. de =ed on Q* (%) for each k € {1, ..., m}.
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Proof. Take ¢ € QF"1(X) for some k € {1,...,m}. Then, w being closed, the
following chain of identities holds true:

degp =d((7°¢)w) = (r*dp)w =ed ¢.
This concludes the proof. O

Due to this lemma, the time-extension map e : Q*7}(3) — Qf.(My) de-
scends to cohomology groups. With a slight abuse of notation, we denote the
induced map with e : H:(3) — H; 4 (Ms).

As anticipated, our aim is to prove that, up to a chain homotopy, the time-
extension map e : Q*71(X) — Qf (Ms) is an inverse of the time-integration
map i : Qf.(My) — Q*7(X). In fact, from (2.2.15) and (2.2.16) one can
directly check that e is a right-inverse of 7, namely that ie = idg«-1(x), which
of course entails a similar identity in cohomology. As a matter of fact, for
arbitrary ¢ € QF1(X), k € {1,...,m}, on account of the normalization of
a € CX(R), one has

iep=i((r"P)w) = qb/Ra(s)ds =¢. (2.2.17)

Therefore, to conclude that e and ¢ induce the sought isomorphisms in co-
homology, one has to find a cochain homotopy @ : QF (M) — QF'(My)
between e i and idor ().

As it was already mentioned, in order to find the relevant cochain homotopy,
we mimic the approach of [BT82, Section 1.4, p. 38]. However, we must pay
attention to the fact that timelike compact k-forms must be mapped to timelike
compact (k — 1)-forms by the cochain homotopy we are going to introduce.
This fact relies on the following observation: For a given smooth function
f € C(My) with timelike compact support on My, we can define a new
function f: My, — R, according to the formula

Flt,z) = /_ ; f(s,z)ds — /R fr,z)dr /_ tooa(s)ds. (2.2.18)

This is well-defined since, for any arbitrary but fixed x € ¥, the function
s € R — f(s,z) has compact support due to the support of f being timelike
compact. In fact, the support of f(-,z) is both included in supp(f) and in
R x {z}, which in turn is included in Jy(5,2) for any choice of 5 € R;
therefore supp(f(+,z)) C supp(f) N Jux (5, x) is compact.

However, this is not enough for our scope. We also need fto have timelike
compact support. Recalling that a is a smooth function with compact support
on R, one can find an interval [c,d] € R which includes the support of a;
therefore, by construction ¢t*a is supported in a time slab [c, d] x ¥ = J};_(3:)N
Jar, (34), X and X4 being respectively the constant time Cauchy hypersurfaces
of My, corresponding to ¢ and d, i.e. ¥, = {¢} x ¥ and ¥; = {d} x ¥ both
lying in My. Exploiting [San13, Theorem 3.1], it is possible to find two Cauchy
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hypersurfaces >4 such that supp(f) C J&E(i_)ﬂJA}E(ijL). From (2.2.18) one

deduces that fvanishes in the intersection of the chronological futures of X,
and 3, as well as in the intersection of the chronological pasts of ¥, and _.
This is a direct consequence of the following properties of the integrals along
time of both a and f:

t - ]-7 (th) GI]—\F/[E(Zd)a
f—oo a(s)ds = {O, (t,z) € [A_/[E(EC) :

t o fR f(S,ZE')dS, (t,l‘) S I]\—tlg(i-i-)?
oo fl5,2)d0 = {o, (t.2) € Iy, (£-).

We deduce that the support of flies in the intersection between the union of
the causal futures of 3. and ¥_ and the union of the causal pasts of 3 and
¥,,% that is to say

supp(f ) C (i, (Be) U T (22)) N (i (Ba) U Ty (34)) -
From the inclusion above we deduce that supp(]?) is timelike compact. This
follows from Definition 2.1.9 and the fact that, on a globally hyperbolic space-
time M, JiZ(K) N J§;(X) is compact for each compact K C M and for each
Cauchy hypersurface X for M.
The argument presented above shows that the following map is well defined:

Q: QF (My) — QF Y (My), (2.2.19)
(m"¢) f =0,
(m"¥) hdt = (—1)F(z*¢) b,

where h is defined according to eq. (2.2.18). The next lemma shows that @ is
the sought cochain homotopy between e and ida: (ary,)-

Lemma 2.2.14. Consider the map Q : QF (Ms) — QF 7Y (My) defined in eq.
(2.2.19) for k € {0, ..., m}. Then @ provides a cochain homotopy between e i
and idgy (mry), that is to say ei —idgr (i) = dQ + Qd on QF (My) for each
ke{0,...,m}.

Proof. Similarly to the proof of Lemma 2.2.12, we perform all computations
using a coordinate system. To do so, we choose an oriented atlas for X and we
extend it in time to an atlas for Ms.

First, we check the thesis on k-forms of type 1., (2.2.13). Recalling that
both @ and ¢ vanish on forms of this type, cfr. (2.2.19) and (2.2.15), and noting

This is the complement in Msy; of the union between IX;[E (2a) ﬂIJJ\}Z (X4) and Iy (Be)N

Iy (3-). This is due to the fact that, by its definition, each Cauchy hypersurface 3 for a
globally hyperbolic spacetime M splits it into the two disjoint parts IE(E) and J3;(X) = M.
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that 53 = f since f(-,z) has compact support for each = € X, ¢fr. (2.2.18),
we get the following chain of identities:

(AQ+Qd)((r*¢) ) = Q((7"d¢) f + (=1)*(7"¢) df)
= —(7*¢) O f = (ei —iday () ((7%0) ) -
We now consider the only possibility left, namely to have a k-form of

type 2, (2.2.14). Simply recalling the definitions of @, e, and i, respectively
(2.2.19), (2.2.16) and (2.2.15), one deduces the three identities presented below:

dQ((w*w) hdt)
Qd((7*¢) hdt)

(—DFd((r*¢) B) = (~1)*(7*dy) h — (x*¢) dh,
Q((m*dy) hdt + (—=1)* ! (7*4) da’ O;hdt)
()Y (" dy) b+ (7*y) da' O,

ei((x*p) hdt) = e (¢ /Rh(s,-)ds> = (w* (¢ /Rh(s,-)ds)) w.

Furthermore, eq. (2.2.18) allows one to compute dh:

dh = hdt — 7* (/ h(r, -)dr) w + da’ O;h.
R
Putting all these data together, one reads

(dQ+ Qd)((x*v) hdt) = (71'* (¢ / h(r, -)dr>> w — (7*Y) hdt
R
thus concluding the proof of the lemma. m

Applying the last lemma, we get the sought isomorphism between cohomol-
ogy groups with timelike compact support Hf, (M) of a globally hyperbolic
spacetime M and de Rham cohomology groups Hfi_l(E) of a Cauchy hyper-
surface X for M in degree lowered by one.

Theorem 2.2.15. Let M be a globally hyperbolic spacetime and consider a
Cauchy hypersurface ¥ for M. Then i and e, defined respectively in (2.2.15)
and (2.2.16), induce isomorphisms at the level of cohomology groups:

A 1
Hica(M) — Hy ()
~_

e

Proof. Theorem 2.1.7 entails that M is isometric to the globally hyperbolic
spacetime My, whose underlying manifold is the Cartesian product R x X, ¥
being the given Cauchy hypersurface. This isometry induces an isomorphism
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at the level of cohomology groups, Hf. (M) ~ H}.  (Myx). My is exactly a
globally hyperbolic spacetime of the type considered in the construction of the
time-integration map i : Q. (Ms) — Q*71(X), see (2.2.15) and Lemma 2.2.12,
and a time-extension map e : Q*71(X) — Qf (Myx) can be introduced choosing
a function a € CP(R) such that [, a(s)ds = 1, see (2.2.16) and Lemma 2.2.13.
Furthermore, one can define a cochain homotopy () between the cochain maps
ed and idq: (ary,), see (2.2.19) and Lemma 2.2.14. Recalling eq. (2.2.17) and
Lemma 2.2.14, we deduce that ¢ and e give rise to inverse maps of each other
at the level of cohomology, thus completing the proof. This is due to the
fact that the term involving the cochain homotopy ) in Lemma 2.2.14 maps
closed forms with timelike compact support to exact ones and therefore this
contribution vanishes passing to timelike compact cohomology groups. O

Spacelike compact vs. compactly supported cohomology

We now focus our attention on the spacelike compact cohomology HY, (M) as-
sociated to a globally hyperbolic spacetime M. In analogy with the analysis in
the timelike compact case, we would like to establish an isomorphism between
the spacelike compact cohomology groups of M and the de Rham cohomology
groups with compact support Hf,(X) of a Cauchy hypersurface ¥ of M.
Let us consider an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime M. Con-
sider moreover a Cauchy hypersurface 3 for M. To exhibit an isomorphism
sa(M) ~ H:(X) we follow a strategy which is similar to the one for the
timelike compact case:

1. First, Theorem 2.1.7 is exploited to foliate the globally hyperbolic space-
time M in such a way that X is the typical folium. In fact, Theorem
2.1.7 provides an isometry between M and an auxiliary globally hyper-
bolic spacetime My, whose underlying manifold is given by the Cartesian
product R x ¥, ¥ being the given Cauchy hypersurface for M. Indeed
this isometry induces an isomorphism HF (M) ~ HE  (Ms) between
cohomology groups. This is the first part of the sought isomorphism;

2. The second part is constructed exploiting the structure of the auxil-
iary globally hyperbolic spacetime My, which is explicitly decomposed
in time and space factors. This decomposition eventually leads to an
isomorphism H (Ms) ~ H*,(¥), thus completing our program.

Remark 2.2.16. Writing H?_ (M) ~ H* ;(X), we mean that the isomorphism
holds true in each degree. Indeed H!%(X) vanishes, ¥ being an (m — 1)-
dimensional manifold. Therefore the sought isomorphism in degree k = m tells
us that the top cohomology group with spacelike compact support HZ (M)
on a globally hyperbolic spacetime M is always trivial.

In (2.2.12) we exploited the Cartesian product structure R x ¥ underlying
My, to define projection maps on each factor. It is now convenient to introduce
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also the time-zero section s of
s:% — My, z— (0,2), (2.2.20)

We note that, for each compact subset K of the Cauchy hypersurface ¥,
the preimage of K under the projection 7 : My — X onto the space factor
is spacelike compact. In fact, 7=!(K) is closed, m being continuous, and it
is contained in Jy ({0} x K). This entails that the pull-back via 7 of a
compactly supported differential form on ¥ is a spacelike compact form on
My,. Furthermore, we observe that the image of s is the Cauchy hypersurface
{0} x ¥ of Mx. Due to [BGP07, Corollary A.5.4]), each spacelike compact
region has compact intersection with any Cauchy hypersurface. Therefore,
pulling a spacelike compact form on My back to X via s gives a compactly
supported form on Y. We summarize these facts below:

™ QF ) = QF (My), st Q8 (My) — QF (). (2.2.21)
It is straightforward to check that m o s = idy. It follows immediately that
s'T" = idak(y) ke{o,...,m—1}. (2.2.22)

Being pull-backs along a smooth map, both 7* and s* intertwine the differen-
tials on My and ¥, that is to say

md = drn*, s*d = ds*.

This means that we have cochain maps 7* : QX)) — Q. (Myx) and s* :
Q5(3) — Q:(X) and moreover s* is a left inverse of 7*. Automatically, the
same holds true at the level of cohomology groups as well. Therefore, in order
to exhibit an isomorphism between H*, (M) and H (X)), we are left with the
proof of the fact that 7*s* is cochain homotopic to idg: (asy,). If this were the
case, then 7*s* would be the identity map at the level of spacelike compact
cohomology groups, thus showing that s* is also a right inverse of 7* at this
cohomological level. In particular, this would prove that 7* actually gives the
sought isomorphism H},(X) ~ H* ,(My).

The cochain homotopy between 7*s* and idgx (as,) is defined along the
lines of [BT82, Section 1.4, pp. 33-35]. However, the setting considered here
is slightly different. In particular, one has to be careful with the support
properties of the cochain homotopy we are going to consider. In fact, we want
our candidate cochain homotopy to map spacelike compact forms in degree k
to spacelike compact forms in degree k — 1. If this is the case, then the formula
presented in [BT82] provides an appropriate cochain homotopy for spacelike
compact cohomologies too.

Similarly to the timelike compact case, k-forms with spacelike compact
support on My, are always a linear combination of k-forms of two types:

Lo (m*¢) f, ¢ € QM) feC®(My), (2.2.23)
Qe (m* ) hdt, € Q*HE), h € CZ(My) . (2.2.24)
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Given a smooth function f € Cg(Msx) with spacelike compact support we
can consider a new smooth function f on My, defined by f (t,x) fo s, x)ds.

For our purposes, the most relevant feature of f is that its support is spacelike
compact. In fact, on account of the spacelike compact support of f, one can
find a compact subset K of My such that the support of f lies inside Jy, (K).
Since {0} x ¥ is a Cauchy hypersurface of My, the intersection K between
{0} x ¥ and Jy, (K) is compact and therefore Jy, (K) is spacelike compact.
If we can prove that f vanishes outside J ME(K ), then f has spacelike compact
support as argued. Given a point (t,z) € My \ Ju, (K), we can consider
the timelike curve v : s € [0,t] — (s,2) € My and deduce that the curve ~
does not meet K. By construction Jy, (K) includes the support of f and is
contained in Jyy, (K). It follows that f vanishes along the curve =, that is
to say f(s,z) = 0 for each s € [0,¢]. Recalling the formula which gives the
value of f at the point (¢,z), we get f(¢,2) = 0. Therefore we conclude that f
vanishes outside Jy, (f( ), hence the support of f is actually spacelike compact.

Bearing this fact in mind, one defines the candidate for the cochain homo-
topy between 7*s* and idgs () as follows:

P:QF (Ms) — QY (My), (2.2.25)
(m°¢) f =0, (2.2.26)
() hdt — (—1)*(x*) [; h(s,-)ds. (2.2.27)

The next lemma shows that P is indeed the sought cochain homotopy.

Lemma 2.2.17. The map P : Qf (Ms) — QF-1(Ms) defined according to
(2.2.25) provides a cochain homotopy between m*s* and idgs (v, namely 7*s*
idor (ay) = d P+ Pd for each k € {0,...,m}.

Proof. The proof is an explicit computation performed choosing an oriented
atlas for X and extending it to an atlas for My. We will first consider forms
of type 1s. and then forms of type 2.

Let us consider a k-form (7*¢)f of type 1g, (2.2.23). Bearing in mind the
identity f(f Of(s,x)ds = f(t,x)—f(0,2) = (f—7*s*f)(t, x) for all (¢t,x) € Ms,
one gets the following chain of identities:

(dP+Pd)((7*¢)f) = P((x*d¢) f + (-1 )k(ﬂ*cﬁ) df)
(77*¢ / 816
= (n"¢) (7*s* f = f)
= (75" — idax () ((7°0) f) -

Note that for the last equality we exploited eq. (2.2.22).
For k-forms of the type 2., (2.2.24), the computation is a bit more involved,
therefore we prefer to compute each contribution separately. Only in the end
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we will put all terms together to get the final result. For the d P-term we have
the following expression:

dP((ﬂ*z/J) hdt) = (-1)kd ((W*w) / h(s, -)ds)
0
 (—1)f(rdy) / (s, )ds — (7)) (dxi& / (s, )ds + hdt) |
0 0
As a second step we compute the P d-term explicitly:

PA((xe) hdt) = P ((w"de) hdt + (—1)¥ (7) da’ 9, hdt)
= (=D (r*dy) /0 h(s,-)ds + (7*1)) da’ /0 Oih(s,-)ds.

Exploiting the possibility to interchange the order in which the integral along
the time direction and the spatial derivatives are performed and bearing in
mind that s*dt = 0, we come to the conclusion of the proof:

(d P+ Pd)((7*) hdt) = —(7*¢) hdt = (7*s* — idar (ag)) ((7*) hdt) .
[l

Exploiting the last lemma, we can exhibit an isomorphism between the
spacelike compact cohomology groups HZ. ;(M) of a globally hyperbolic space-
time M and the cohomology groups H ;(3) with compact support of a Cauchy
hypersurface ¥ for M.

Theorem 2.2.18. Let M be a globally hyperbolic spacetime and consider
a Cauchy hypersurface ¥ for M. Then 7 : Qi(X) — Qf.(My) and s* :
QL (My) — Q5(X), introduced in (2.2.21), induce isomorphisms in cohomology:

s*

N
HZ 4(M) HZa(®) -
~__

T

Proof. From Theorem 2.1.7 we get an isometry between M and the explicitly
foliated globally hyperbolic spacetime Ms,, whose underlying manifold is the
Cartesian product R x Y. On account of this isometry, there is an isomor-
phism H? (M) ~ H!.,(My). From (2.2.22) we read that the cochain map s* :
QL (My) — Q5(X) is a left inverse of the cochain map 7* : Q¥(X) — Qf (My).
In particular s*7* induces the identity map in H},(X). Furthermore, Lemma
2.2.17 shows that the cochain maps 7*s* and idgk (5, are the same up to
a cochain homotopy. Thus 7*s* induces the identity map in H?  (3). This

concludes the proof. O
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Poincaré duality for causally restricted cohomology

To complete our analysis on causally restricted de Rham cohomology groups,
we present an analogue of the usual Poincaré duality between de Rham coho-
mology groups H} (M) and de Rham cohomology groups H* (M) with compact
support, see Theorem 2.2.7. This modified version relates cohomology groups

*

with timelike compact support H}, ;(M) to cohomology groups with spacelike

m—*

compact support H' (M) on an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime
M.

As a starting point we observe the following fact: On an m-dimensional
globally hyperbolic spacetime M, both eq. (2.2.1) and eq. (2.2.3) are well-
defined for differential forms with spacelike compact support in one argument
and with timelike compact support in the other argument. In fact, by Defini-
tion 2.1.9 the intersection between a spacelike compact region and a timelike
compact one is always a compact set. Bearing in mind that compact sets are
both spacelike compact and timelike compact and that it is enough to consider
forms with compact support to prove non-degeneracy even in the general case
where no restriction is imposed on the support of the other argument of the
pairing, it turns out that both pairings (2.2.1) and (2.2.3) are non-degenerate
when only spacelike compact and timelike compact forms are taken into ac-
count.

In (2.2.11) we were able to pair cohomology with compact support to co-
homology with arbitrary support using Stokes’ theorem. Adopting exactly the
same approach, one can exploit Theorem 2.2.5 to prove that (-,-) : QF (M) x
Qr k(M) = R, and (-,-) : Q5 (M) x QF (M) — R descend to cohomologies
with spacelike and timelike compact support (d-cohomology groups in both
arguments for the first pairing, while J-cohomology groups in one argument
and d-cohomology groups in the other argument for the second pairing). As
an example, take a € QF71(M) and 8 € Q" (M), that is to say dB = 0.
Bearing in mind that o A 8 has compact support, which in turn allows us to
apply Stokes’ theorem, we get

(da,ﬁ>:/Mda/\,8:/Md(a/\6):O.

Summing up, we are interested in the following pairings between spacelike
compact and timelike compact cohomology groups:

() HE (M) x H F(M) —= R, (2.2.28a)
s(,-) HE (M) x HE (M) — R (2.2.28b)
(-,)s : HE ((M) x HE 5(M) — R. (2.2.28¢)

Our aim is to exhibit an analogue of Poincaré duality in the case of causally
restricted cohomologies. Note that it is sufficient to prove non-degeneracy for
one of the pairings listed above. In fact, the others are related to the chosen
one via Hodge duality *. Our choice is to prove non-degeneracy for the first
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pairing in (2.2.28). To achieve this result we prove the following preliminary
lemma.

Lemma 2.2.19. Let M be an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime
and consider a Cauchy hypersurface ¥ for M. Recalling Theorem 2.2.18 and
Theorem 2.2.15, consider the isomorphisms © : Hf (X)) — HZ (M) (pull-
back along the projection to the Cauchy hypersurface) and e : Hy ' 7*(38) —
H" (M) (time-extension). Then (7*[¢],e[¥]) = (8], [¢]) for each [¢] €
HF (X)) and [] € HP7F(2), k € {0,...,m — 1}. Note that the pairing on
the left-hand-side is given by (2.2.28), while on the right-hand-side we have the
pairing defined in (2.2.11) for the oriented manifold 3.

Proof. Denote with My, the foliation of the globally hyperbolic spacetime M
induced by the given Cauchy hypersurface ¥ for M according to Theorem
2.1.7. Consider any [¢] € H* () and [¢)] € HF " 1(M) for arbitrary k €
{0,...,m — 1}. Recalling the definitions of the maps 7* : Q¥(X) — QF (My),
(2.2.12), and e : Q™ 1(2) — QI F(My), (2.2.16), it is possible to perform
the following calculation taking advantage of the “time-space” factorization:

<w*[¢],ew>=/< “6) A () A w) /qsw/ @), 1),

where we exploited also the normalization of a, fR s)ds = 1. O

The last lemma, together with the standard version of Poincaré duality,
Theorem 2.2.7, provides the counterpart of Poincaré duality for causally re-
stricted cohomology. This is the content of the next theorem.

Theorem 2.2.20. Let M be an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime
of finite type. Then the pairing (-,-) between HE (M) and H:ngk(M) is non-
degenerate. Therefore the same holds true for s(-,-) between HE (M) and
HE (M) and (-, )5 between HE (M) and HE, (M) as well.

scd

Proof. Choose a Cauchy hypersurface ¥ of M. According to the hypotheses,
M admits a finite good cover, therefore so does ¥. As a consequence of this
fact, the pairing between HF,(¥) and H7*~!(X) is non-degenerate for each
k € {0,...,m — 1}, see Theorem 2.2.7 applied to the oriented manifold .
From Lemma 2.2.19, we deduce that the pairing between the causally restricted
cohomology groups HE_ (M) and H";*(M) is equivalent to the one between the
standard cohomology groups HF (%) and H}*~1(X) for each k € {0,...,m —
1}. For definiteness, we remind the reader that this result is achieved via time-
extension on the first argument and pull-back along the projection onto the
Cauchy hypersurface on the second argument. Therefore, non-degeneracy of
the pairing between H* ;(32) and HF"*~*(X) carries over to the pairing between
HE (M) and H;*(M) for each k € {0,...,m — 1}. For k = m, recalling
Remark 2.2.16 and Remark 2.2.11, we have H* (M) = {0} and Htcd(M) =
{0}, whence the pairing is obviously non degenerate in this case as well. [
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Remark 2.2.21. Recalling Remark 2.2.8, one can obtain a partial positive
result under slightly weaker hypotheses. In fact, even when M fails to be of
finite type, one can exhibit an isomorphism H{? *(M) — (Hz,4(M))" defined
by [8] = (-, [8]) exploiting the map HJ () — (H4(X))" defined by [¢)] —
(-, [1]), which is always an isomorphism on account of Remark 2.2.8. We get
similar results for the other pairings listed in (2.2.28).

2.2.3 Dynamics of the Hodge-d’Alembert operator

In this subsection certain features of the Hodge-d’Alembert partial differential
operator are presented. In particular, we collect here some well-known facts
about Green-hyperbolic differential operators on globally hyperbolic space-
times specializing them to the case of interest. As general references we
adopt [BGPO7, Fri75]. Note that some of the forthcoming statements rely
on the extensions presented in [Béarl4,San13, Khal4b).

Definition 2.2.22. Let (M, g,0) be an m-dimensional oriented Lorentzian
manifold. The Hodge-d’Alembert operator O : QF(M) — QF(M) acting on
differential forms of degree k over M is defined by [J = dd 4+ dd, d and § being
respectively the differential and the codifferential on M.

Notice that we are going to denote the Hodge-d’Alembert differential op-
erator with the same symbol regardless of the degree of the form upon which
it acts. Nevertheless, if relevant, it will be clear from the context which degree
is considered.

It is fairly easy to check that [1is a formally self-adjoint differential operator
with respect to the pairing (-,-) defined in (2.2.3) for k-forms with compact
overlapping support. In fact, this directly follows from Stokes’ theorem: For
each a, 8 € QF(M) with compact overlapping support, exploiting (2.2.7), one
reads:

(Oa, B) = (0day, B) + (dde, B) = (v, 6d) + (v, d0S) = (e, O5) .

Furthermore, [J turns out to be normally hyperbolic. This amounts to say that
[1 is a second order linear differential operator whose principal symbol is of
metric type. For further details, see [BGP07, Section 1.5].

We are interested in the dynamics which is described via hyperbolic par-
tial differential equations such as the one expressed in terms of the Hodge-
d’Alembert operator [ on a globally hyperbolic spacetime M. In fact, in this
situation initial value problems ruled by a normally hyperbolic differential oper-
ator (hence [J in particular) are globally well-posed. This is the feature which
motivates the physical interest towards both globally hyperbolic spacetimes
and normally hyperbolic partial differential equations. More details about this
topic can be found in [BGP07, Chapter 3]. For our aims, it is enough to
mention that, being a normally hyperbolic differential operator on a globally
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hyperbolic spacetime M, [1 admits unique retarded and advanced Green oper-
ators GT, G~ : QF(M) — QF(M) (as for OJ, we use the same symbol regardless
of the degree k). These linear maps are uniquely specified by their properties,
which are listed below:

1. OG*a = a for each a € Q¥(M);
2. G*Oa = «a for each a € QF(M);
3. supp(G*a) C J3; (supp(a)) for each v € QF(M).

The third property allows one to consider retarded and advanced Green op-
erators as mapping to subspaces of forms with past spacelike compact and
respectively future spacelike compact support:
Gt QE M) — QF (M), G QE(M) — QF (M) .
Let us also mention that formal self-adjointness of [J, together with the
properties listed above, entails that the retarded and advanced Green oper-

ators G and G~ are formal adjoints of each other with respect to (2.2.3).
Specifically, given a, 3 € QF(M), one has

(GFa, B) = (GFa,0GTR) = (OGFa, GTB) = (a, GTB). (2.2.29)

Using the retarded and advanced Green operators G* for [J on a globally
hyperbolic spacetime M, one can introduce the causal propagator:

G=G"—G QM) — Q~(M). (2.2.30)

Notice that we used the observation that the retarded and advanced Green
operators map compactly supported forms to forms with past and respectively
future spacelike compact support to conclude that the causal propagator maps
compactly supported forms to spacelike compact forms. The causal propagator
G for O is formally antiself-adjoint, G* and G~ being formal adjoints of each
other. The role played by the causal propagator in describing the dynamics of
[ is explained by the next theorem. Indeed, this is a general feature of any
Green-hyperbolic differential operator on a globally hyperbolic spacetime.®

Theorem 2.2.23. Let M be an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime.
Consider the causal propagator G : Q¥ (M) — QF (M) for the Hodge-d’Alembert
operator [ acting on k-forms. Then the complex below is actually an ezvact
sequence:

0 — QF (M) = QF(M) -5 QF (M) -5 QF (M) — 0.

61n fact, Theorem 2.2.23 relies only on the properties of retarded and advanced Green op-
erators, whose existence is ensured by definition for Green hyperbolic differential operators,
see [Bérl4, Definition 3.2].
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Proof. The proof can be found in [BGP07, Theorem 3.4.7], except for surjec-
tivity of O : QF (M) — QF (M). This last property is a byproduct of [BGP07,
Theorem 3.2.11]. For a different proof, which holds true for any Green-
hyperbolic differential operator, refer to [Khal4b, Section 2.3]. ]

As explained in [Bérl4, San13], there exist unique linear extensions for the
retarded and advanced Green operators:

Gt (M) — QY (M), G~ QE (M) — QF (M),

where the subscripts pc and fc refer to past compact and respectively future
compact supports. Such extensions are obtained mainly exploiting the support
properties of G*, see e.g. [Biirl4, Theorem 3.8]. Let us stress that the unique
extensions of the retarded and advanced Green operators exhibit properties
analogous to the original retarded and advanced Green operators. We list only
the properties for the extension of the retarded Green operator G*. The case
of G~ can be obtained interchanging future and past:

1. OG*a = a for each v € QF (M);
2. G"Oa = a for each a € Qf (M);
3. supp(G*Tar) C J3; (supp(a)) for each v € QF (M).

In particular, G* maps QF (M) to itself, while G~ maps Qf,(M) to itself. Fur-
thermore, (2.2.29) is now extended to those o having past or future compact
support and those [ having respectively past or future spacelike compact sup-
port. As a consequence, we also get a unique extension of the causal propagator
GG, which can be now defined for k-forms with timelike compact support as the
difference between the extensions of retarded and advanced Green operators:

G=G"—G :QF (M) — Q"(M).

An extended version of Theorem 2.2.23 holds true for the extended causal
propagator as well.

Theorem 2.2.24. Let M be an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime.
Consider the extended causal propagator G : QF (M) — QF(M) for the Hodge-
d’Alembert operator O acting on k-forms. Then the complex below is actually
an ezvact sequence:

0 — QF (M) 5 F (M) -5 oF (M) L QF (M) — 0.

Proof. The proof, up to surjectivity of the last non-trivial arrow, is obtained
from [Bérl4, Theorem 4.3] taking only smooth sections into account, see also
[Béir14, Theorem 3,8]. Surjectivity of O : QF(M) — QF(M) turns out to be
a byproduct of [BF09, Section 3.5.3, Corollary 5]. A slightly more general
proof, which holds true for any Green hyperbolic differential operator, can be
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obtained extending the argument in [Khal4b, Section 2.3]: Let w € QF(M)
and consider a partition of unity {x, x—} on M such that y4 is past/future
compact. Therefore ( = GT(x, w) + G~ (x_w), defined using the extended
retarded and advanced Green operators, is such that I = w. O

Intertwining properties of d and ¢ with [J, as well as their consequences
on the corresponding retarded and advanced Green operators, can be found
in [Pfe09, Proposition 2.1]. For the sake of completeness, we provide a proof
of these results for the extended Green operators. Note that we will adopt an
approach slightly different from [Pfe09].

Proposition 2.2.25. Let M be an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic space-
time and denote with G* : Qk (M) — QF(M) and with G~ : Qf (M) — QF(M)
the extended retarded and advanced Green operators for the Hodge-d’Alembert
operator 0. The following identities hold true for all o € Q*(M), 3 € QF (M)
and y € QF (M):

dOo = Odea, oo = oo,
dGTp = G1dg, 0GB = G133,
dG™y =G dy, 0G™ vy =G dy.

Proof. The formulas involving 1J = dd + dd are immediate consequences of its
definition and of the identities dd = 0 and 66 = 0.

We prove only the formula involving d and G since all others can be
obtained along the same lines. Consider § € QF (M) and w € QEF'(M).
Exploiting the properties of the retarded and advanced Green operators, formal
self-adjointness of (1 and the fact that d intertwines (I : Q*(M) — QF(M) and
O : QFL(M) — QFFL(M), one obtains the following chain of identities:

(dGHB,w) = (AGTB,0G w) = (OdG 3, G~ w)
= (dOG*8,Gw) = (dB, G~ w) = (GFdB,w).

Since w € Q¥ (M) can be chosen arbitrarily and the pairing (-, -) : Q1(M) x
QFL(M) — R defined in (2.2.3) is non-degenerate, we conclude that dG* 8 =
G*dg. O

Remark 2.2.26. At the beginning of Subsection 2.2.2 we anticipated that
the de Rham complex on a globally hyperbolic spacetime M provides triv-
ial cohomology groups when restricted to forms with support which is either
past/future compact or past/future spacelike compact. In fact, this follows
from Proposition 2.2.25, together with the properties of retarded and advanced
Green operators for . Consider for example w € QF (M) such that dw = 0,
namely a closed form with past compact support. Introducing the past com-
pact (k — 1)-form n = G*dw, we conclude that

dn =dGTow = GTdéw = GTw = w.
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This shows that w is an exact form in the past compact sense too, therefore

HE (M) = QF 4(M)/dQ} (M) = {0}. For the support system psc (see
Definition 2.1.9) one can argue similarly, while for the support systems fc and
fsc one comes to the same conclusions by reversing the time-orientation, see

Chapter 3 for example.

We conclude the present subsection discussing certain naturality proper-
ties of the Hodge-d’Alembert operator and the corresponding Green functions.
This will turn out useful when discussing functors describing classical or quan-
tum field theories.

Remark 2.2.27 (Naturality of d, 6 and [J). Denote with Vec the category of
R-vector spaces, whose objects are vector spaces over the field of real numbers
and whose morphisms are R-linear maps between R-vector spaces. Given a
causal embedding f : M — N between m-dimensional globally hyperbolic
spacetimes, for each degree k € {0,...,m} we can consider both the pull-back
f*: QF(N) — QF(M) and the push-forward f, : Q%(M) — QF(N). Therefore
we can think of Q*(-) : GHyp — Vec and Q}(-) : GHyp — Vec respectively
as a contravariant and a covariant functor. It is well-known that the pull-
back and the push-forward along f intertwine the differentials on M and on
N. Furthermore, since f is an isometry compatible with orientations, both
[ QF(N) — QF(M) and f, : Q¥(M) — QF(N) intertwine the Hodge star
operators on M and on N as well. For any value of k € {0,...,m}, we collect
these statements in the following equations:

frdy =duf* on QF(N), Jedy = dn fs on Q¢ (M),
f**N:*Mf* on Qk(N), f**M:*Nf* on QI;(M)’

where the subscripts are introduced to specify to which manifold the differen-
tials and the Hodge stars are referred. These two properties together entail
that the pull-back and the push-forward along f intertwine the codifferentials
for M and N too, and hence the Hodge-d’Alembert operators as well, namely

f*(;N:(SMf* on Qk<N), f*éM:(SNf* on Q]CC(M>’
Oy =0pf* on QF(N), S =Un fs on Qf (M) .

In the language of category theory, we have four natural transformations be-
tween contravariant functors:

d: () — Q) x Q) = Q(),
§: () = Q) O:Q () = Q(),

as well as four natural transformations between covariant functors:

d: Q) = (), #0Q0() = (),
5 () = (), O: Q) = Q).
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Proposition 2.2.28. Let M and N be m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spa-
cetimes and consider a causal embedding f : M — N. Denote with G;, Gy, :
QM) — Q*(M) the retarded and advanced Green operators for the Hodge-
d’Alembert operator Oy on M and with G}, Gy + (M) — Q*(M) the re-
tarded and advanced Green operators for the Hodge-d’Alembert operator [y
on N. Then

G5 fo = G on QF (M), ke{0,...,m}.

In particular, the same property holds true for the causal propagators Gy and

Gn.

Proof. We can check directly that f*Gﬁ f+ satisfies all the defining properties
for being a retarded/advanced Green operator for [Jy,. This fact follows from
GjiV being the retarded /advanced Green operator for Oy and f being a causal
embedding (in particular, we exploit both causal compatibility and the fact
that the time-orientation is preserved). Since the retarded/advanced Green
operator Gﬁ for [y, is unique, the statement is proved. O

2.3 Affine spaces and affine bundles

In the present section we briefly recall the material developed in [BDS14a],
which will be employed in Section 2.4 and especially in Chapter 4. Starting
from the definition of an affine space and of its vector dual, we will introduce
affine bundles and the corresponding vector dual bundles. As an example, we
will present an affine bundle describing fiberwise splittings of an exact sequence
of vector bundles. A special case of this construction plays a central role in
Subsection 2.4.2. We will conclude introducing affine differential operators and
we will address the problem of specifying their formal duals.

Definition 2.3.1. Let V' be a vector space. An affine space A modeled on
the vector space V is a set endowed with a free and transitive right action
+: AxV — A of the group V on A, where V' is regarded as an Abelian group
with respect to addition of vectors.

Let A and B be affine spaces modeled respectively on the vector spaces V'
and W. An affine map f : A — B is a map between the underlying sets such
that there exists a linear map fy : V — W, called linear part of f, which fulfils
the following requirement:

fla+v) = f(a)+ fv(v), Vaec A, veV,

where + denotes the right action of V on A in the left-hand-side, while on the
right-hand-side the same symbol denotes the right action of W on B.

The category of affine spaces Aff has affine spaces as objects and affine
maps as morphisms.
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Note that the linear part of an affine map is unique due to the fact that
the right action on an affine space of the underlying vector space is free.

Remark 2.3.2. Let A be an affine space modeled on the vector space V. Since
the right action of V' on A is both free and transitive, for each a,b € A there
exists a unique v € V such that a + v = b. This property entails that the
following map is well defined:

—tAX A=V, (a,b) — v,
where v € V is such that a +v = b.

In the next example, and in the following as well, we will use the symbol
Hom(V, W) to denote the vector space of linear maps between the vector spaces
V and W. Furthermore, given two linear maps f : U — V and h : W — Z,
define Hom(f, h) : Hom(V, W) — Hom(U, Z) to be the linear map g — hogo f.
Then Hom(+, ) : Vec®® x Vec — Vec becomes an internal Hom functor.

Example 2.3.3. A trivial example of an affine space A is provided by any
vector space V. As sets A = V and we endow A with the right group action
induced by addition of vectors. Basically, A is the same as the vector space V'
where one forgets about the origin. In this case one says that A is the vector
space V regarded as an affine space modeled on itself.

A less trivial example comes from short exact sequences of vector spaces.
Consider the following short exact sequence, where V', W and Z are vector
spaces:

0—V-—-—=W-527-—0.

It is well-known that short exact sequences of vector spaces are always split
exact, namely there always exists a linear map p : Z — W, called right
splitting, such that mp = idz or equivalently a linear map A : W — V| called
left splitting, such that A\¢ = idy,. For example, let us consider the set R of
right splittings of the exact sequence displayed above. Clearly, R is a subset of
Hom(Z, W) and, given p € R and ¢ € Hom(Z, V), p+1¢p € Hom(W, Z) still lies
in R. Furthermore, two right splittings always differ by a linear map Z — V.
Consider p, o € R and note that 7(p’ — p) = 0. Therefore p' — p € Hom(Z, W)
factors through ¢, the sequence above being exact. This means that the right
action of the Abelian group Hom(Z, V') on the set R C Hom(Z, W) defined
below is transitive:

+: R x Hom(W,V) —» R, (p, @) — p+ 10,

Since ¢ is injective, this right action is also free, hence we conclude that R is
an affine space modeled on the vector space Hom(Z, V).

The next definition introduces the notion of the vector dual of an affine
space.
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Definition 2.3.4. Let A be an affine space modeled on the vector space V.
The vector dual AT of the affine space A is the vector space of real valued affine
maps on A.

Remark 2.3.5. A" inherits the structure of a vector space from R. Indeed, if
n is the dimension of the underlying vector space V', then dim(A") =n+1. In
fact, consider a basis {v],...,v:} of the dual V* of V. Choosing an arbitrary
point a € A, we can introduce @; : A — R by setting ¢;(a + v) = v} (v)
for each v € V. Clearly, {®1,...,¢,} is a family of n linearly independent
elements of Af. Furthermore, consider the function 1 : A — R which takes the
constant value 1. Indeed 1 € AT and we can express each ¢ € Al as a linear
combination of {1,¢1,...,p,} noting that the linear part oy lies in V* and
that p(a + v) = p(a) + ¢y (v) for each v € V. It remains only to check that
{1,¢1,...,¢n} are linearly independent in A'. This follows from the fact that

1 is constant and {1, ..., ¢, } are linearly independent.

We turn our attention to bundles whose fibers are affine spaces in such a
way that the affine structures of neighboring fibers agree in a suitable sense.
Our definition mimics the one of [KMS93, Section 6.22].

Definition 2.3.6. Let my : V' — M be a vector bundle with typical fiber R"
and consider an affine space S modeled on the vector space R". An affine
bundle mq : A — M with typical fiber S modeled on V is a fiber bundle A
satisfying the following requirements:

1. The fiber over any point z € M is an affine space modeled on the corre-
sponding fiber of V;

2. For each = € M, there exists an affine bundle trivialization in a neigh-
borhood of x. This consists of an open neighborhood U C M of =z,
a vector bundle trivialization ¢y : ;' (U) — U x R" and a fiber-
preserving diffeomorphism ¢ : 7,1 (U) — U x S, namely pr, o) = 7
on 7, (U), where pr, : U x S — U denotes the projection on the first
factor. The triple (U, ¥y, ) is such that, for each y € U, the restriction
Y|, Ay — {y} x S is an isomorphism of affine spaces whose linear part
coincides with ¢y |, : V, = {y} x R™.

Let 14 : A - M and ng : B — N be affine bundles with typical fibers
S and respectively T' modeled on the vector bundles 7y : V. — M and re-
spectively my : W — M. An affine bundle map f : A — B is a bundle map
covering f : M — N such that, for each © € M, the restriction of f to the
fiber A, is an affine map f|, : A, — B

Remark 2.3.7 (Linear part of an affine bundle map). The existence and
uniqueness of the linear part of any affine map, cfr. Definition 2.3.1, entails
the existence and uniqueness of a vector bundle map which can be regarded
as the linear part of an affine bundle map. Let f : A — B be an affine bundle
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map between the affine bundles A and B modeled on the vector bundles V' and
respectively W. Since on each fiber f provides an affine map, we can uniquely
specify a vector bundle map f, : V' — W by saying that its restriction to each
fiber of V' must be the linear part of the restriction of f to the corresponding
fiber of A. fyy : V — W is also called the linear part of the affine bundle map
f:A— B.

We present two examples of affine bundles. We will adopt the following
notation: Given two vector bundles V, W over M, we denote with Hom(V, W)
the corresponding Hom-bundle, namely the vector bundle over M whose fiber
over x € M is given by the vector space Hom(V,,W,) of linear maps be-
tween the fibers over x of V' and W. Note that the vector bundle structure
of Hom(V, W) is inherited from V and W. Furthermore, given two bundle
maps f : U — V and h : W — Z covering the identity, define Hom(f, h) :
Hom(V, W) — Hom(U, Z) to be the vector bundle map v — h o~ o f. Then
Hom(+,-) : VBun}] x VBuny; — VBun,; becomes a bi-functor on the category
of vector bundles VBun,; over a fixed manifold M, which is contravariant in
the first entry and covariant in the second.

Example 2.3.8. In full analogy with Example 2.3.3, each vector bundle can
be regarded as an affine bundle modeled on itself. In fact, given a vector
bundle V' over M, we can set A = V only as fiber bundles. Obviously, each
fiber of A can be regarded as an affine space modeled on the corresponding
fiber of V' and indeed the typical fiber of A is the typical fiber of V' regarded
as an affine space modeled on itself. It is straightforward to check that vector
bundle trivializations of V' provide affine bundle trivializations of A. Basically,
to define A, we are forgetting of the origin of each fiber of V.

Let V, W and Z be vector bundles over M of rank a, b and respectively
¢ = b — a forming the following short exact sequence in VBun;:

00—V -—"W-""527-—0.

Local triviality of vector bundles, together with the existence of a partition of
unity for the base space M, entails that the property of short exact sequences
of vector spaces to be always split exact carries over to short exact sequences
of vector bundles over a fixed manifold M. Hence, there always exists a vector
bundle map p : Z — W covering idy, such that 7 o p = id;. Note that we
can equivalently regard p as a section of the vector bundle Hom(Z, W). At
the moment we would like to better understand the structure of the bundle R
over M of right splittings of the short exact sequence displayed above, whose
typical fiber at z € M is given by the affine space R, of right splittings of the
sequence restricted to the base point x, cfr. Example 2.3.3. Indeed, we note
that the typical fibers of the vector bundles fit into the short exact sequence
of vector spaces 0 — R* — R’ — R — 0. We denote by S the unique
(up to isomorphisms) affine space of right splittings of this sequence and we
observe that S is modeled on the vector space Hom(R¢ R®), c¢fr. Example
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2.3.3. Taking into account local trivializations a : m;'(U) — U x R, 3 :
T (U) = U xR and 7 : 7, (U) — U x R® of the vector bundles V, W
and respectively Z on a neighborhood U of x € M, we can construct an
affine bundle trivialization over U of the bundle R of right splittings of the
short exact sequence of vector bundles displayed above. First of all, note that
the local trivialization Hom(y~!, 8) over U of the vector bundle Hom(Z, W)
maps 75" (U) to U x S, thus providing a candidate ¢ : 75" (U) — U x S
for an affine bundle trivialization of R over U. Introducing also the local
trivialization Hom(y™!, a) over U of the vector bundle Hom(Z, V'), we realize
that its restriction to each fiber over x € U fulfils the condition to be the
linear part of the restriction to the fiber over x of ¢, whence ¢ is an affine
isomorphism on each fiber. This shows that A is an affine bundle over M
modeled on the vector bundle Hom(Z, V') over M whose typical fiber S is an
affine space modeled on the vector space Hom(R¢, R?).

In analogy with Definition 2.3.4, we introduce now the vector dual of an
affine vector bundle.

Definition 2.3.9. Let A be an affine bundle over M modeled on the vector
bundle V' over M with typical fiber S modeled on the typical fiber R™ of V.
The vector dual AT of the affine bundle A is the vector bundle over M with
typical fiber ST whose fiber over each point € M is given by the vector dual
of the affine space A,.

Local trivializations of AT can be obtained from local trivializations of A.
Let x € M and consider a local trivialization ¢ : 7, (U) — U x S of A over a
neighborhood U of z. It is easy to check that Hom(¢ ™!, idyxr) : 7 (U) — U X
ST defines a local trivialization of AT over U. Note that rank(A") = rank(V)+1
as it follows from Remark 2.3.5.

2.3.1 Sections of an affine bundle

The space I'(A) of sections of an affine bundle A over M modeled on the vector
bundle V' can be endowed with the affine structure naturally induced by the
affine structure on A. We have a right action + : I'(A) x I'(V) — I'(A) of the
Abelian group I'(V') on the set I'(A) obtained by pointwise translation via the
affine structure of A. This action is free and transitive since the fiberwise right
action of V on A is such. We will always endow I'(A) with this affine structure
and thus regard it as an affine space.

At each point x € M, a sections ¢ of the vector dual A" of an affine bundle
A over M gives an affine map ¢(z) : A, — R. Taking the linear part of ¢(x)
at each point x € M, we obtain a section ¢ € ['(V*) of the dual of the
vector bundle V' underlying the affine structure of A. ¢y is the linear part
of the section ¢. Notice that this construction amounts to the application
of Remark 2.3.7 to the affine bundle map A — M x R corresponding to the
section ¢ € T'(AT), which is defined by a € A, — (z,¢(x)(a)) for each x € M.
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There is a distinguished section 1 € T'(A") of the vector dual bundle of A
which is defined imposing that 1 is the affine map a € A, — 1 € R for each
point x € M.

Remark 2.3.10. A choice of a section & € I'(A) allows us to decompose each
section ¢ € T'(A") in terms of a linear combination with C°°(M)-coefficients
of its linear part ¢y € I'(V*) and 1 € T'(AT). In fact, consider the real valued
smooth function ¢(&) on M whose value at © € M is given by the evaluation
of ¢(z) € Al on &(z) € A,. Then the following identity follows from the fact
that ¢y is the linear part of ¢ and provides the sought decomposition:

¢=9¢(a)1+9oy(-—a),
where — : T'(A) x I'(A) — I'(V) is defined along the lines of Remark 2.3.2.

The section 1 € T'(A') is responsible for the degeneracy in the left argument
of the integral pairing between I'.(AT) and I'(A):

I.(A") x T(A) = R, (¢,a)r—>/M¢(a)vol, (2.3.1)

where M is now assumed to be an m-dimensional oriented manifold, vol €
Q™(M) is a volume form on M and ¢(a) € C>°(M) has compact support since
supp(¢) is compact.

Proposition 2.3.11. Let M be an oriented manifold and consider a volume
formvol € Q™(M). Furthermore, let A be an affine bundle over M modeled on
the vector bundle V and consider the integral pairing between T'(A") and T'(A)
introduced in (2.3.1). Then T (A") separates points in T'(A) via this pairing,
while T'(A) does not separate points in T'(AT). More specifically, ¢ € T'(AT)
is such that [, ¢(o)vol = 0 for each a € T(A) if and only if there exists
f e CE(M) such that [,, fvol=0 and f1 = ¢.

Proof. For the first part of the statement, take o, 5 € I'(A) such that

/M 6(a) vol = /M 6(8)vol, Ve To(AD.

For each compactly supported section n € I'.(V*) of the dual of the vector
bundle V', consider ¢ € T'.(A") defined by ¢(a + ) = n(p) for each u € T'(A).
From the hypothesis on o and $, it follows that [, n(v)vol = 0 for all 5 €
I.(V*), where v € I'(V) is the unique section fulfilling o + v = /. It follows
that v vanishes and therefore a = 3.

For the second part, suppose that ¢ € I'.(A*) is such that fM ¢(a) vol
vanishes for all & € I'(A). Let us fix @ € I'(A). Exploiting Remark 2.3.10, we
deduce that ¢ = ¢(&) 1+ ¢y (- — &). Therefore our assumption on ¢ implies
that [, ¢(&) vol vanishes and moreover [, ¢v (1) vol = 0 for all p € T(V). It
follows that ¢y = 0 and therefore we found f = ¢(&) € C*(M) such that
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/ yfvol = 0 and f1 = ¢. Clearly, the converse is true as well: For each
¢ = f1 € T(AT) with f € CZ(M) such that [,, fvol = 0, the pairing in
(2.3.1) vanishes upon evaluation on ¢ and any section of A. This concludes
the proof. n

Remark 2.3.12 (Trivial sections of the vector dual of an affine bundle). We
can recover separability in both arguments of the pairing (2.3.1) taking a suit-

able quotient on I'.(AT). More precisely, consider the vector subspace of I'.(AT)
defined below:

Triv = {fl e (AN : feCP(M), /vaol = o} : (2.3.2)

We regard Triv as the space of “trivial” section of AT since these sections do
not enable us to extract any information about sections of A via the pairing
(2.3.1). On account of Proposition 2.3.11, the pairing of (2.3.1) automatically
descends to a non-degenerate pairing between I'.(A")/Triv and I'(A). Let us
stress that the quotient by Triv does not affect the linear part of a section
in I'.(A"). More precisely, all representatives of an element in the quotient
I'.(A")/Triv have the same linear part.

2.3.2 Affine differential operators

In view of Chapter 4, we must face the problem of extending the notion of a
linear differential operator to the case where the source is the space of sections
of an affine bundle. While the extension to affine bundles is straightforward, it
turns out that the formal dual of an affine differential operator is not uniquely
defined. Yet, Proposition 2.3.11 will enable us to cure this ambiguity. Let
us mention that further details about the results presented here can be found
in [BDS14b].

Definition 2.3.13. Let V' and W be vector bundles over M and consider
an affine bundle A over M modeled on V. An affine differential operator
P :T(A) — I'(W) is an affine map whose linear part Py : I'(V) — ['(W) is a
linear differential operator in the usual sense.

Suppose M is an m-dimensional oriented manifold and vol € Q™ (M) is a
volume form on M. Let V and W be vector bundles over M and consider
an affine bundle A over M modeled on V. To define the formal dual of an
affine differential operator P : I'(A) — I'(W), we look for a linear differential
operator P* : I'(W*) — T'(A") fulfilling the condition stated below:

/ (P*(1)) (@) vol :/ v (P(a)) vol, v €T (W*), Ya e T(4). (2.33)
M M

Theorem 2.3.14. Suppose M is an m-dimensional oriented manifold and
vol € Q™(M) is a volume form on M. Let V and W be vector bundles over M
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and consider an affine bundle A over M modeled on V. Furthermore, consider
an affine differential operator P : I'(A) — I'(W). Then a linear differential
operator P* : T(W*) — T(A") fulfilling the condition stated in (2.3.3) for the
affine differential operator P exists.

Let P*, P* : T(W*) — T(A') be linear differential operators fulfilling the
condition mentioned above. Then there exists a linear differential operator
Q : T(W*) — C=(M) such that Q(-)1 = P* — P* and [,, Q(¢)vol = 0 for all
¢ € T (AT).

Proof. Let us fix a section & € I'(A). Using & we can decompose P following
a strategy similar to the one presented in Remark 2.3.10:

P=P@&a)1+Py(-—a),

where Py is the linear part of P. Since Py : I'(V) — I'(W) is a linear differ-
ential operator, there exists a unique formal dual P : ['(W*) — I'(V*). Using
Py, we introduce the following linear operator, which is the candidate to de-
fine a formal dual of P since per construction it fulfils the condition stated in

(2.3.3):
P*T(W*) — T'(A1), v v(P@)1+ (Pr(v) (- —a).

To conclude the proof, we still have to check that P* is a differential operator.
To this aim, let us choose an open set U of M where both V*, W* are trivial.
Therefore we can find C*°(U)-module bases for sections over U of both these
vector bundles. Let us denote with {x;} the basis of the C*(U)-module I'(V}})
and with {v;} the basis of the C*°(U)-module I'(W};). In analogy with Remark
2.3.5, we obtain a C*(U)-module basis {1|;, ¢;} of [(Al) setting ¢; = ps(-—@).
Given a section v € T'(IW*) there is a unique family of functions {f’} in
C>(U) such that f7v; = v|y, the sum over repeated indices being understood.
Furthermore, since P, is a linear differential operator, there is a unique family
{P} : C>=(U) — C*(U)} of linear differential operators such that

Pr(v)lv = (Pj(7)) i, Vel (W),

where {7} are the coefficients of the linear combination of {r;} which repro-
duces v|y. We deduce that P* is a linear differential operator. In fact, we have
an expansion over U of P* in terms of linear differential operators on C*(U):

P*()|y = (v (P(@)|v) f7) Lo+ (P](f7)) ¢, VveT(Wr),

where {7} are the coefficients of the linear combination of {v;} which repro-
duces v|y. O

We exhibit now an example which explicitly violates uniqueness. This ex-
ample is similar to the situation we will encounter in Chapter 4 in the attempt
to define the dual of the curvature map, see Remark 2.4.22.
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Example 2.3.15 (Non-unique formal dual for affine differential operators).
Consider an m-dimensional pseudo-Riemannian oriented manifold M. Let k €
{0,...,m — 1}, take 6 € QF*1(M) and define the map

dg : Q¥ (M) — Q" (M), £ 0+dS.

Clearly, this is an affine differential operator with linear part dgy = d :
QOF(M) — Q*Y(M). Let us stress that the affine bundle considered here is
the bundle /\k T*M of k-forms on M, which is indeed a vector bundle, but it
is now regarded as an affine bundle modeled on itself, ¢fr. Example 2.3.8. Ac-
cordingly, we regard Q*(M) as an affine space modeled on itself. Taking into
account the pairing (-, -) between k-forms introduced in (2.2.3), the condition
(2.3.3) to define a formal dual dj : Q¥+1(M) — T((A\" T*M)") of dy becomes

/M (@5(n) (©)vol = (n,ds(€)) Vi€ QFFI(A), Vé € QXM

where vol = x1 is the volume form induced by the metric and the choice of
the orientation on M. Notice that we are identifying the dual /\l TM of the
vector bundle A' T*M with A' T*M via the fiberwise inner product defined in
(2.2.2). Under this identification, the linear part of each ¢ € T((A" T*M)1) lies
in QF(M).” Using Stokes’ theorem, one can check that, for each w € Qk(M),
the linear differential operator defined below provides a formal dual of dg:

DM = T((ATM)), s A=) 1+ (6 A (- —w)) .

For two different choices w,w’ € QF(M), the corresponding linear differen-
tial operators differ by ) 1, where () denotes the following linear differential
operator:

Q: Q"N (M) = C®(M), n= (o Ax(w — W) .

Again, it is a matter of using Stokes’ theorem to deduce that fM Q(n)vol =0
for all n € QF (M),

Below we present a strategy to “cure” the non-uniqueness of the formal dual
of an affine differential operator. This strategy will be adopted in Chapter 4
to define the dual of the equation of motion in a suitable sense.

Remark 2.3.16. Let V' and W be vector bundles over an oriented manifold M
with volume form vol and consider an affine bundle A over M modeled on V.
Theorem 2.3.14 ensures the existence of a dual P* : T(W*) — TI'(A") for each
affine differential operator P : I'(A) — I'(WW) and captures the failure of (2.3.3)
to uniquely define this dual at least on I'.(W*). In particular, we note that,
if on the target space we identify sections of the form f1, f € C°(M) such

7On account of this identification, maybe it would be more appropriate to replace the
term “formal dual” with the term “formal adjoint” in the present case.
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that [ 1/ vol = 0, P* becomes uniquely defined on I'.(W*). More precisely,
consider the vector subspace Triv of I'.(A") defined in (2.3.2). Then there is no
ambiguity in the linear map P* : T'.(W*) — T'.(AT)/Triv obtained restricting
any dual of P to I'.(WW*) and then identifying Triv with zero on the target
space.

2.4 Principal bundles

In this section we recall the basic definitions and some important features of
principal bundles and their connections. For details, the reader is referred to
the literature, e.g. [Hus94, KN96,1sh99, Baul4]. See also [BDS14a] for a similar
presentation. This material will be widely used in Chapter 4 for the specific
case of U(1) as structure group.

Let us start from the definition of a principal G-bundle.

Definition 2.4.1. Let M be an m-dimensional manifold and G an n-dimen-
sional Lie group. A principal G-bundle P over M is an (m + n)-dimensional
manifold endowed with a smooth right action r : P x G — P of the Lie group
G on P. Furthermore the following properties hold true:

1. The right G-action r is free;

2. M coincides with the orbit space P/G of the right action r and the
canonical projection 7 : P — M is smooth;

3. m: P — M admits G-equivariant local trivializations. This means that,
for each * € M, there exists an open neighborhood U C M of x and
a G-equivariant, fiber-preserving diffeomorphism ¢ : 7=1(U) — U x G,
namely ¥ (r(p,g)) = r(¥(p),g) for each p € 771 (U) and g € G and
pr; oY) = 7 as maps from 7~ *(U) to U, where pr; : U x G — U denotes
the projection on the first factor.

P, M and G are called respectively total space, base space and structure group
of the principal G-bundle P over M.

We will usually denote a principal bundle simply denoting its total space.
Furthermore, in most cases the right G-action will be simply denoted by jux-
taposition, namely we will write pg in place of r(p,g) for each p € P and
geaqG.

We now come to the notion of a principal bundle map.

Definition 2.4.2. Let M and N be m-dimensional manifolds and take a Lie
group G. Consider principal G-bundles P over M and @) over N. A principal
G-bundle map f : P — @ is a G-equivariant smooth map, namely such that
f(pg) = f(p)g for each p € P and g € G.
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Remark 2.4.3. A principal G-bundle map f : P — (@ induces a unique
smooth map f : M — N between the corresponding base spaces such that the
following diagram commutes:

L.
|

j@

where the vertical arrows are the bundle projections. More explicitly, f : M —

N can be defined setting, for v € M, f(z) =y, y € N being the base point of
f(p) € Q for an arbitrary point p € P in the fiber over .

— = N

!

Later we will be interested in connections on principal bundles. To discuss
this topic, it will be very useful to recall the associated bundle construction and
its functorial behavior. Let P be a principal G-bundle over M and p : GX F —
F, (g,f) — gf be a smooth left action of the Lie group G' on a manifold F.
We introduce the right action (P x F) x G — P x F, ((p, f),9) — (pg, 97 f)
of G on P x F. Denoting with Pr the orbit space of P x F under this action
and with 7 : Pr — M the map induced by the projection on the first factor
pry : Px F — P, we obtain the associated bundle Pr over M with typical fiber
F. If F'is a vector space and p a linear representation of GG on the vector space
F', then the associated bundle turns out to be a vector bundle. If a principal
bundle map f: P — @ is given, the associated bundle construction provides
a canonical bundle map fr: Pr — Qp induced by f xidp : PX F — Q X F.
For a given left action p : G x F — F', this construction gives rise to a
covariant functor from the category of principal bundles to the category of
fiber bundles, which restricts to a covariant functor to the category of vector
bundles whenever p is a representation on a vector space F'.

In particular, consider to the associated bundle construction for two par-
ticular choices of p. In the first case the left adjoint action Ad : G x G — G,
(g,h) = ghg™! of G on itself is taken into account, while in the second case
we exploit the adjoint representation ad : G x g — g, (9,§) — Ad,.£ of G on
its Lie algebra g.

Definition 2.4.4. Let GG be a Lie group and consider a principal G-bundle
P over M. The G-adjoint bundle Ad(P) is the bundle with typical fiber G
associated to P via the left adjoint action Ad : G x G — G, (g, h) — ghg™! of
G on itself, while the g-adjoint bundle ad(P) is the bundle with typical fiber g
associated to P via the adjoint representation ad : G x g — g, (g,&) — Ad,.&
of G on its Lie algebra g.

Remark 2.4.5. Note that each fiber of Ad(P) is (non-canonically) isomorphic
to G. This might suggest that the bundle Ad(P) inherits a fiberwise group

structure from the structure group G. In fact, this is the case. Denoting with
7 : Ad(P) — M the projection of the bundle Ad(P) onto its base space M and
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introducing the fibered product Ad(P) x, Ad(P) of the bundle Ad(P) with
itself, we can define

Ad(P) Xz Ad(P) — Ad(P), ([p, g1, [p, hl) = [p, gh]

This map is defined everywhere since two points in the same fiber of Ad(P)
admit representatives with a common point of P by transitivity of the right
G-action on each fiber of P. Furthermore, the definition is well-posed since the
right G-action on P is also free. This map clearly specifies a fiberwise group
structure on Ad(P). In particular, for each point x € M, the corresponding
fiber Ad(P), has [p, €] as identity element, p € P, arbitrarily chosen, while the
inverse of [p, g] € Ad(P), is given by [p, g7].

Note that, for a given principal G-bundle map f : P — @), we will denote
by Ad(f) : Ad(P) — Ad(Q) the bundle map induced by the G-adjoint bundle
construction and by ad(f) : ad(P) — ad(Q) the vector bundle map induced
by the g-adjoint bundle construction. In fact, both Ad(:) and ad(-) turn out
to be covariant functors from the category of principal bundles to the category
of fiber bundles and respectively to the category of vector bundles.

2.4.1 Gauge transformations

The geometry of principal bundles naturally encodes a notion of gauge trans-
formations, which is specified by principal bundle automorphisms covering the
identity on the base space.

Definition 2.4.6. Let GG be a Lie group and consider a principal G-bundle P
over a manifold M. The group Gau(P) of gauge transformations on P is the
group of principal bundle automorphisms f : P — P covering the identity of
the base space, namely such that f = idy,.

The group of gauge transformations on a principal bundle can also under-
stood in terms of sections of the adjoint bundle Ad(P) bundle as explained by
the next proposition.

Proposition 2.4.7. Let G be a Lie group and consider a principal G-bundle
P over a manifold M. Denote with C*(P,G)*Y the group (with respect to
pointwise multiplication) of smooth G-valued functions f : P — G on P which
are equivariant with respect to the right adjoint action of the group G on itself,
namely such that f(pg) = gf(p)g~' for each p € P and each g € G. Given
f € Gau(P), define f e C®(P,G) such that pf'(p) = f(p) for each p € P.
Furthermore, given ¢ € C®(P,G)°v, define ¢ € D'(Ad(P)) such that, for each
x e M, ¢(x) € Ad(P), is represented by (p, ¢(p)) € Py X G for an arbitrary

choice of p € P,. Then the maps listed below are group isomorphisms:

Gau(P) — C®(P,G)* | f=r,
C®(P,G)*" — I'(Ad(P)), o b,

49



2. Preliminaries

where T'(Ad(P)) has the group structure induced by the fibered group structure
of Ad(P), cfr. Remark 2.4.5.

Proof. Given f € Gau(P), for each p € P there exists a unique g € G such
that pg = f(p). This fact follows from f = idj; and the action of G on P
being free and transitive on each fiber. As a byproduct, f € C>(P,G)* such
that pf (p) = f(p) for each p € P exists and it is unique. Note that, for each
p € P and each g € G, the identity f(pg) = f(p)g entails pgf(pg) = pf(p)g.
Since the G-action on P is free, we deduce f(pg) = ¢~ ' f(p)g. This shows that
the map Gau(P) — C®(P,G)*®, f — f is well-defined. We check now that
this map is a group homomorphism. Given f,h € Gau(P), for each p € P,
we have h(f(p)) = ph(p)f(p). This shows that ho f is mapped to h f. To
prove that Gau(P) — C>(P,G)*® is an isomorphism, we exhibit its inverse.
For each ¢ € C®(P,G)°", define ¢ : P — P setting ¢(p) = pé(p) for each
p € P. It is straightforward to check that ¢ € Gau(P), therefore a map
C>(P,G)*" — Gau(P), ¢ — ¢ is defined and by definition f = f for each
f € Gau(P), while ¢ = ¢ for each ¢ € C=(P,G)*.

Consider now ¢ € C*(P,G)*?. Note that for z € M, by the equivariance
property of ¢, [p,¢(p)] € Ad(P), does not depend on p € P,. This entails
that a section ¢ € I'(Ad(P)) can be defined setting ¢(z) = [p, ¢(p)] for any
choice of p € P,. In particular, the map C®(P,G)*™ — T'(Ad(P)), ¢ — ¢
is defined. Given ¢,¢ € C>®(P,G)*, for each p € P we have the identity
[p, (P0)(p)] = [p, (p)][p, ¥ (p)]. Note that we are using here the group structure
of C*(P,G)*? and the fiberwise group structure of Ad(P), see Remark 2.4.5.
This shows that C*(P,G)*" — I'(Ad(P)) is a group homomorphism. It
remains only to exhibit an inverse of this map. Let o € T'(Ad(P)) and consider
p € P. Denoting with x € M the base point of p, there exists a unique
g € G such that [p,g] = o(x). Therefore we can define 5 : P — G imposing
[p,a(p)] = o(x) for each z € M and each p € P,. Indeed 6 € C®(P,G)*™
since

[P, 95(pg)g~"] = [pg, 5(pg)] = o(x) = [p,6(p)],
for each v € M, p € P, and g € G. This shows that the map I'(Ad(P)) —
C>®(P,G)*" is defined. Furthermore, by definition we have ¢ = ¢ for each

¢ € C®(P,G)*" and & = o for each 0 € T(Ad(P)). This concludes the
proof. O]

When the structure group is Abelian, the characterization of the group of
gauge transformations of a given principal bundle becomes even simpler.

Proposition 2.4.8. Let G be an Abelian Lie group and consider a principal
G-bundle P over a manifold M. Then there is a canonical bundle isomorphism
Ad(P) = M x G preserving the fibered group structures and a canonical vector

bundle isomorphism ad(P) = M x g. In particular, the first isomorphism
induces an isomorphism I'(Ad(P)) = C*(M,G) of Abelian groups.
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Proof. If G is Abelian, both Ad : G x G — G, (g,h) — ghg™' = h and
ad : G xg — g, (9, — Ad,.& = £ become trivial. Therefore, in the
associated bundle construction, the fiber F' = G or F' = g decouples, meaning
that the orbit space of P x F' under the joint right G-action reduces to the orbit
space under the right G-action on the factor P and the identity on the factor
F'. Since by definition the orbit space of P under its right G-action is nothing
but the base space M, we conclude that the associated bundles Ad(P) and
ad(P) are isomorphic respectively to M x G and M x g. It is straightforward
to check that for F' = G the pointwise group structure is preserved, while in
the case F' = g this procedure provides a vector bundle isomorphism. O

2.4.2 The bundle of connections

In Chapter 4 we will discuss the dynamics of connections on principal G-
bundles. In order to introduce the notion of a connection on a principal bundle,
we follow the approach of [Ati57, AB83]. We only sketch the construction. At
the end we will also briefly mention its functorial properties.

Let G be a Lie group and consider a principal G-bundle P over a manifold
M. We denote with 7 : P — M the bundle projection. Consider the tangent
bundle TP to the total space P. The free right G-action r : P x G — G on P
induces a free right G-action on T'P defined by r,, : TP — TP, g € G being
any group element and r, denoting the map r(-,g) : P — P. We can indeed
consider the orbit space TP/G of TP under this right G-action. Note that
TP/G carries the structure of a vector bundle over M.

To introduce the vertical subbundle V P of T'P, we consider the kernel of the
push-forward 7, : TP — TM along the principal bundle projection. Tangent
vectors in V' P are by definition tangent to a fiber of P. Sincer : P x G — G
preserves the fibers, the vertical bundle V P is invariant under the action of
rg« : TP — TP for all g € G. This means that we can consider the orbit
space of VP as well and we still have an inclusion VP/G C TP/G of vector
bundles over M. It is possible to construct vertical tangent vectors simply
specifying a base point p € P and an element ¢ € g of the Lie algebra of
the structure group G. This follows from the observation that X € VP is
tangent to a fiber of P. Explicitly, for each fixed p € P, we can define the map
rp: G — P, g — pg. The tangent map at the identity XIS') =derp g = T,P
is an injection of the Lie algebra into the space of vertical tangent vectors
at p and moreover each X € V,P has the form Xg for a suitable ¢ € g.

Furthermore, the identity X;sgflg = rg*Xg for each p € P and g € G entails
that P x g — VP, (p,§) — Xzﬁ descends to a vector bundle isomorphism
ad(P) — VP/G. Therefore, we get an injection k : ad(P) — T'P/G of vector
bundles over M.

We already observed that the right G-action on P preserves the fibers. This
entails that the tangent map m, : TP — T'M descends to a vector bundle map
p:TP/G — TM. Since w is a projection, 7, is surjective as well. Therefore

51



2. Preliminaries

p is a surjection of vector bundles over M. Furthermore, by construction, the
kernel of p coincides with the image of .

Summing up, we have an exact sequence of vector bundles over M, the
so-called Atiyah sequence for a principal G-bundle P over M:

0 — ad(P) 5 TP/G 2 TM — 0, (2.4.1)
where 0 here denotes the vector bundle over M with trivial typical fiber.

Remark 2.4.9 (Naturality of the Atiyah sequence). We already mentioned
that ad(-) is a covariant functor from the category of principal G-bundles to
the category of vector bundles. It is well-known that 7'(-) is a covariant functor
from the category of manifolds to the category of vector bundles. When we
consider principal G-bundles and principal G-bundles maps, the fact that such
maps are equivariant with respect to the right G-action entails that the induced
tangent maps are equivariant with respect to the right G-action induced on
the bundles tangent to the total spaces. This fact eventually leads to a covari-
ant functor T'(-)/G from the category of principal G-bundles to the category
of vector bundles. The last covariant functor we take into account to each
principal G-bundle P over M associates T'(P)pase = 7'M, the tangent bundle
of the base space, and to each principal G-bundle map f : P — @), associates
T(f)base = [, TM — TN, the push-forward along the map f: M — N
between the base spaces. Clearly T'()pase turns out to be a covariant functor
from the category of principal G-bundles to the category of vector bundles.

Let 7p : P = M and mg : Q — N be principal G-bundles and consider
a principal bundle map f : P — (. Since f is fiber-preserving, cfr. Remark
2.4.3, we have a commutative diagram involving tangent maps:

TP T(Q

ﬂ'P*l lﬂ-Q*

TMT>TN

ok

In particular f, maps vertical vectors tangent to P to vertical vectors tangent
to ) and the following diagram of vector bundles commutes:

0—ad(P) —=2-TP/G2~TM 0 (2.4.2)
ad(f)l T(fl)/G lf*

Note that the first row is an exact sequence of vector bundles over M, while
the second is an exact sequence of vector bundles over N, the base spaces
being related by f. This diagram tells us that x() and p() form an exact se-
quence of natural transformations between the covariant functors ad(-), 7'(:)/G
and T'(+)pase from the category of principal bundles to the category of vector
bundles.
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We are now ready to introduce the bundle of connections associated to a
principal G-bundle P over M. As it will be shown immediately after its defi-
nition, the bundle of connections is an affine bundle in the sense of Definition
2.3.6.

Definition 2.4.10. Let G be a Lie group and consider a principal G-bundle
P over M. Recalling the construction of the Atiyah sequence (2.4.1), we
define the bundle of connections C(P) as the affine bundle whose elements
A € Hom(TM,TP/G) in the fiber over x € M are right splittings of the
restriction to the fiber over x of the Atiyah sequence, namely

C(P)= | | {) € Hom(TM,TP/G), : plA = idruls} -

xeM

Remark 2.4.11 (Affine structure of the bundle of connections). Whenever
A € C(P);, x € M, is given, we can shift it by n € Hom(T'M, ad(P)),. The
resulting homomorphism A + &|,n € Hom(TM,TP/G), still lies in C(P),.
Indeed, by exactness of the Atiyah sequence, A\, N € C(P),, x € M, differ by
n € Hom(TM,ad(P)),, namely N — XA = k|,n. This shows that the fibers
of C(P) are affine spaces modeled on the corresponding fibers of the vector
bundle Hom(7T'M, ad(P)). The affine bundle structure on C(P) is induced by
the vector bundle structures on ad(P), TP/G and TM. In fact, this is always
the case for the bundle of splittings of a short exact sequence of vector bundles,
cfr. Example 2.3.8.

The next remark focuses the attention on certain functorial properties of
the bundle of connections. In particular, it is shown that the assignment of
C(P) to each principal G-bundle P gives rise to a covariant functor, provided
that the class of morphisms considered is restricted to principal bundle maps
covering embeddings between the base manifolds.

Remark 2.4.12 (Functoriality of the bundle of connections). The assignment
of the bundle of connections C(P) to each principal G-bundle P does not induce
a covariant functor from the category of principal bundles to the category of
affine bundles. This is due to C(P) being defined as a subbundle of the bundle
Hom(TM,TP/G). In fact, Hom(-, ) is contravariant in the first argument and
covariant in the second.

To obtain a covariant behavior the basic idea is to reverse the arrow which
enters the first argument of Hom(-,-). Of course, this operation is usually
not possible for arbitrary morphisms in the category of principal G-bundles.
Yet, let us restrict ourselves to principal G-bundle maps f : P — @ cov-
ering an embedding f : M — N. This entails that f has an inverse f ' :
f(M) — M defined on its image and f is an embedding too, hence we can
consider f~' : f(P) — P. Therefore we obtain a vector bundle isomor-
phism Hom(f_l*,T(f)/G) : Hom(TM,TP/G) — Hom(Tf(M),Tf(P)/G)
which maps C(P) to C(f(P)) by naturality of the Atiyah sequence (2.4.1), see
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(2.4.2). Since Hom(T'f(M),Tf(P)/G) is a subbundle of Hom(T'N,TQ/G),
from Hom(i_l*,T(f)/G) we get the map C(f) : C(P) — C(Q). Further-
more, we can consider the vector bundle isomorphism Hom( f’l*,ad( f)) :
Hom(T'M, ad(P)) — Hom(T f(M),ad(f(P))), together with the inclusion of
the subbundle Hom (T f(M), ad(f(P))) in Hom(T N, ad(Q)), thus defining the
vector bundle map C(f)y : Hom(TM,ad(P)) — Hom(TN,ad(Q)). It is easy
to check that C(f) is an affine bundle morphism with linear part C(f)y :
Hom(T'M, ad(P)) — Hom(T'N, ad(Q)).

Summing up, C(-) is a covariant functor from the subcategory of the cat-
egory of principal G-bundles whose morphisms are principal G-bundles maps
covering an embedding. In particular, gauge transformations (whose base map
is the identity) enter this class. In fact, the present discussion, specialized to
principal G-bundle automorphisms covering the identity, fully describes the
action of the gauge group Gau(P) on the bundle of connections C(P). Let us
mention that, for other reasons, in Chapter 4, we will be anyway forced to re-
strict the category of principal G-bundles to morphisms covering embeddings
on the base. As a matter of fact, we will only consider principal G-bundles over
globally hyperbolic spacetimes as objects and principal bundle maps covering
causal embeddings as morphism.

2.4.3 Connections

In Chapter 4 we will discuss the Yang-Mills gauge field theory over globally
hyperbolic spacetimes with U(1) as structure group. The dynamical degrees of
freedom in field models of Yang-Mills type consist of connections on a principal
G-bundle. Now we define these objects making use of the bundle of connec-
tions. We will also mention the relation to the more common definition of a
principal bundle connection. In particular, this will turn out to be very useful
in order to assign to a given connection its curvature 2-form.

Definition 2.4.13. Let G be a Lie group and consider a principal G-bundle
P over a manifold M. A connection A on P is a global section of the bundle
of connections C(P). In particular, we denote the affine space of connections
as I'(C(P)).

Indeed, the affine structure on the space of connections is a direct conse-
quence of C(P) being an affine bundle, see Definition 2.4.10 and Remark 2.4.11.
More explicitly, for a principal G-bundle P over M, I'(C(P)) is an affine space
modeled on the vector space of sections of the vector bundle Hom (7'M, ad(P)).
It is convenient to identify this object with the space Q'(M,ad(P)) of ad(P)-
valued 1-forms on M. Given A € T'(C(P)) and o € Q'(M, ad(P)), we get a new
connection A 4 ko ¢ translating A by x oo. This characterizes the affine struc-
ture of I'(C(P)). For convenience in the future we will suppress the natural
transformation k, thus writing A + o for the affine translation of A by o.

The following remark discusses the functorial properties of the space of
sections of the bundle of connections.
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Remark 2.4.14 (I'(C(-)) as a contravariant functor). Previously we consid-
ered the space of sections I'(C(P)) associated to each principal G-bundle P.
We would like to obtain a contravariant functor out of this assignment. Let
GG be a Lie group and consider two principal G-bundles P and () over M and
respectively N. Furthermore, assume f : P — () is a principal bundle map.
Whenever a connection p € I'(C(Q)) is given, we want to use f to define
a new connection A € I'(C(P)) which agrees with the original one, namely
such that T'(f)/G oA = po f . The argument below shows that agreement
with pu, together with the requirement that \ is a connection, uniquely spec-
ifies \. Let x € M and consider v € T, M. We look for a unique element
[p, X] in the fiber over x of TP/G such that pp[p, X]| = v, cfr. (2.4.1), and
T(f)/G(lp, X]) = ([ (v)). A solution to this problem exists. Arbitrarily
choose p € P, and Y € T,P such that 7p.Y = v (Y of this type exists since
wp : P — M is the projection of P onto its base M). It follows that pp[p, Y] =
v, hence T'(f)/G([p,Y]) — u(f,(v)) lies in the kernel of pg. Therefore there ex-

ists [p, ¢] € ad(P), such that rg[f(p), ] = T(f)/G([p, Y]) = u(f,(v)), meaning

that [p, X] = [p, Y] — kp[p, €] is a solution to our problem. To prove unique-
ness, consider [p, Y] € (I'P/G), such that p[p, Y] =0 and T'(f)/G([p,Y]) = 0.
By the first equation, there exists [p,¢] € ad(P), such that xp[p,&] = [p,Y].

From the second equation we deduce that xg(ad(f)([p,£])) = 0. Yet, both kg
and ad(f) are injective on each fiber, therefore [p,£] = 0 and [p,Y] = 0 too.
This shows that the following map is well-defined

[(c(f)) - T(C(@) = I(C(P)), p= A,

where A € I'(C(P)) is uniquely specified for each p € T'(C(Q)) by the conditions
poA=idrp/g (A is a connection) and T'(f)/G oA = po f (A agrees with y).
Furthermore, I'(C(f)) turns out to be an affine map whose linear part is given
by

LC(f))y : QY(N,ad(Q)) — Q' (M, ad(P)), T o,

where o € Q'(M,ad(P)) is uniquely specified by the condition ad(f) oo =
7o f ,ad(f):ad(P) — ad(Q) being fiberwise injective. In fact, for each u €
['(C(Q)) and each 7 € Q'(N,ad(Q)), we find T(C(f))(p+7) = T(C(f)) (1) +
I(C(f))v (7). This way we obtain a contravariant I'(C(-)) from the category of
principal G-bundles to the category of affine spaces.

Whenever f: P — @ is a principal G-bundle map covering an embedding
f: M — N, there is a more explicit way to define the action of f on I'(C(Q)),
essentially based on Remark 2.4.12. In that case the idea was to exploit
the vector bundle isomorphism Hom(f_l*,T(f)/G) : Hom(TM, TP/G) —
Hom(Tf(M),Tf(P)/G) defined out of a principal bundle map f : P — Q
covering an embedding f : M — N. Now we exploit the inverse of this isomor-
phism, namely we consider Hom(f ,7(f~")/G) : Hom(T'f(M), T f(P)/G) —
Hom(TM,TP/G). Given u € T'(C(Q)), we first restrict it to f(M). Doing
so, we obtain a section of C(f(P)). Thinking of this section as a map from
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f(M) into C(f(P)), we can compose it with Hom(f ,T(f~")/G) on the left
and with f on the right. The resulting map is a connection A € T'(C(P)). This
procedure provides a more explicit expression for T'(C(f)) whenever f is an
embedding;: B

I(C(f) Q) = C(p), p = Hom(f , T(f7)/G)opof.

Similarly, the linear part becomes
T(C(f))v : QY(N,ad(Q)) — Q'(M,ad(P)), 7+ Hom(f ,ad(f™"))o7of.

We specialize the last remark to gauge transformations in order to obtain
a quite explicit formula for the action of the gauge group on the space of
sections of the bundle of connections. A similar approach, with further details
on regularity properties of the action of gauge transformations on connections,
can be found in [ACMMS6]. Later we will specialize further to the case of
Abelian structure groups.

Let G be a Lie group and consider a principal G-bundle 7 : P — M.
Furthermore, consider f € Gau(P). Note that, according to Proposition 2.4.7,
we can equivalently consider f € D(Ad(P)). Our aim is to rewrite the map
[(C(f)) in terms of the action of f on I'(C(P)). Regarding the last arrow in
the Atiyah sequence as defining the affine bundle p : TP/G — T M modeled
over the pull-back of the vector bundle ad(P) under 7y : TM — M, we can
reinterpret each connection A € I'(C(P)) as a section A : TM — T'P/G of the
bundle p : TP/G — TM. From the fiber bundle maq : Ad(P) — M, we obtain
anew bundle maq, : TAd(P) — TM. Since f is a section of maq : Ad(P) — M,
the corresponding tangent map f* provides a section of maq. : TAd(P) — T'M.
The action of f, on A can be understood in terms of an action of TAd(P) on
TP/G fibered over T'M, which we describe below.

As a first step, note that 7, : TP — T'M is a principal T'G-bundle. In
fact T'G, endowed with the group structure induced by G, is a Lie group and
e . TP — T M becomes a principal bundle with the right T'G-action induced
by the right G-action of the original principal bundle P. We will denote the
group multiplication in T'G by juxtaposition and the inverse of = € T'G by
=1, In analogy with the notation used for the right G-action on P, we will
denote the action of = € TG on X € TP simply by X=. If we consider the
action TG x TG — TG induced by the adjoint action Ad : G x G — G of
G on itself, in full analogy with the associated bundle maq : Ad(P) — M, we
can introduce the corresponding bundle over T'M associated to T'P with fiber
TG, namely T Prg — TM. It turns out that T'Prg — T'M is isomorphic to
Tads : TAA(P) — TM.® Identifying TAd(P) with T Pr¢ via this isomorphism

8In fact, we have a fiberwise surjective bundle map P x G — Ad(P) covering idy,
which maps each pair (p, g) to the corresponding orbit [p, g]. Looking at the tangent map
TPxTG — TAd(P) covering idrys, which is still fiberwise surjective, it is easily understood
that injectivity is recovered as soon as the orbit space of the source TP x T'G under the right
TG-action is considered. Therefore we conclude that TPrg — TM and maq« : TAd(P) —
T M are isomorphic as fiber bundles.
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allows us to define a left action of TAd(P) on T'P/G fibered over TM:
A:TAd(P)xTP/G — TP/G, ([X, 2], [X]) — [X=71]. (2.4.3)

Note that if X,Y € TP are such that 7, X = 7.Y, there exists a unique
© € TG such that X© =Y. Therefore it is always possible to have the same
vector tangent to P as a representative in both arguments in the map A defined
above. This shows that A is well-defined.

Proposition 2.4.15. Let G be a Lie group and consider a principal G-bundle
P over M. Denote with A : TAd(P) x TP/G — TP/G the left action of
TAd(P) on TP/G, see (2.4.3). For each f € Gau(P), A(f.,) = D(C(f)) :
I'(C(P)) — T(C(P)), where f € T(Ad(P)) is defined by f according to Propo-
sition 2.4.7.

Proof. Take f € Gau(P) and A € I'(C(P)) and consider v = Ao (f,,\) :
TM — TP/G. Indeed, v still lies in I'(C(P)) since po A = p o pry, where
pry : TAd(P) x TP/G — TP/G denotes the projection on the second factor.
This defines a map A(f,-) : T(C(P)) — T'(C(P)) and the claim is that this
map coincides with I'(C(f)). According to Remark 2.4.14 and recalling that
f = idys, we only have to check that, given A € I'(C(P)), v = Ao (f*, A) fulfils
the requirement T(f)/Gov = X\. Let z € M and v € T,M. Take p € P,
and X € T,P such that [X] = A(v). Recalling the definition of f € T'(ad(P))
in terms of f € C*(P, @), ¢fr. Proposition 2.4.7, f,u = [X, f.X]. Therefore
v(v) = [X(f,.X)""]. Recalling also the definition of f € C*(P,G) in terms of
f € Gau(P) of Proposition 2.4.7 and keeping in mind that (fil) = f(-)", one
gets v(v) = [f~1,X]. This allows us to conclude that T'(f)/G(v(v)) = A(v) for
each v € T'M, thus proving the claim. O

Remark 2.4.16 (Action of Gau(P) on I'(C(P)) for Abelian structure groups).
By Proposition 2.4.8, it is possible to give a very explicit formula for the
action of f € Gau(P) on A € I'(C(P)) for a principal G-bundle P whose
structure group is Abelian. First of all, note that in this case f € C®(M,G).
Furthermore, Ad(P) ~ M x G, therefore TAd(P) ~ TM x TG. Let x € M
and v € T, M and choose p € P, and X € T,,P such that [X] = A(v). Following
the proof of Proposition 2.4.15 and denoting Ao (f*, A) with v, we realize that

A

v(v) = [X(fo) '] = [Xf(2) ™ = pf (@) (fov) f(2) '] = Mw) = wlp. ()],

where 1 € Q'(G, g) denotes the Maurer-Cartan form of the Abelian Lie group
G, defined by u(Z) = g 'E for g € G and Z € T,G, see e.g [Ish99, Definition
4.6]. In terms of the affine structure of the bundle of connections, the last
equation reads

LC(NA=A(fo A) = A= fp,
where we applied Proposition 2.4.15 to obtain the first equality.
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Let us mention that there are several equivalent definitions of a connection
on a principal G-bundle, see e.g. [Ish99, Subsection 6.1.1] for two possible
alternative approaches. Definition 2.4.13 has the advantage of highlighting the
fact that connections can be described as sections of a suitable affine bundle.
This feature, at least for Abelian structure groups, proves very helpful in the
attempt of defining a sufficiently rich space of regular functionals on the space
of connections, see Chapter 4. We introduce now the notion of a connection
form, which turns out to be convenient to capture the contravariant behavior
of the space of connections with respect to principal G-bundle maps and to
specify the curvature associated to a given connection.

Definition 2.4.17. Let G be a Lie group and consider a principal G-bundle P
over a manifold M. A connection form on P is a g-valued 1-form w € Q'(P, g)
fulfilling the following properties:

1. w(X§) = ¢ for each p € P and & € g, where X5 € T,P is the vertical
tangent vector at p generated by £ (see the construction of the Atiyah
sequence (2.4.1) for further details);

2. w is equivariant with respect to the right G-action induced by the adjoint
representation on g, namely rjw = ady-1 o w.

We denote the space of connection forms on P by Q5 (P).

The space Q5 (P) of connection forms is an affine space modeled on the space
of horizontal 1-forms Q} (P, g)®? which are equivariant with respect to the
adjoint right G-action on g, namely 6 € Q/ (P, g)*? is a g-valued 1-form on P
such that 6(X) = 0 for each vertical tangent vector X € V' P and r}6) = ad,-100
for each g € G. In fact, it is clear from the definition of Q (P, g)°® that shifting
w € QL(P) by 6 € QL (P, g)°" gives a new connection form w + . Conversely,
w,w’ € QL(P) always differ by a suitable 6 € Q] (P, g)®.

Remark 2.4.18 (Natural equivalence between Q}(+) and T'(C(+))). Let G be a
Lie group and consider a principal G-bundle P over a manifold M. As already
anticipated, the space of sections of the bundle of connections and the space
of connection forms are very closely related to each other. In fact, a section
A € I'(C(P)) of C(P) specifies a splitting (on the right) of the Atiyah sequence
at each point. Furthermore, this splitting “varies smoothly” with the point on
the base manifold. Indeed smooth right-splittings of the Atiyah sequence are
nothing but sections of C(P). Let now w € Q}(P) be a connection form and
consider the map

TP > Pxg, X € T,P — (p,w(X)).

Equivariance of connection forms entails that the map defined above descends
tow: TP/G — ad(P). In fact, the right G-action on the source is translated
into the right G-action on the target induced by the adjoint representation of
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G on g, whose orbit space defines ad(P). Recalling (2.4.1), the first property
listed in Definition 2.4.17, namely the fact that w maps each vertical tangent
vector to its Lie algebra generator, turns into the identity @w o k = idaq(p),
meaning that @ splits the Atiyah sequence everywhere on the left. Indeed, there
is a one-to-one correspondence between right and left splittings of short exact
sequences (in fact one usually does not distinguish between the two). In this
specific case, this correspondence is realized as follows. Given A € I'(C(P))),
p o X = idga, whence idrp/g — A o p factors through « : ad(P) — TP/G by
exactness of the Atiyah sequence, thus defining @ : TP/G — ad(P) such that
kow = idyp/g — A o p, which entails that @ o k = idaqp). In particular, we
obtain an affine space isomorphism

Qu(P) = T(C(P)), W Ay, (2.4.4)

where A, € I'(C(P)) is defined by A, o p = idrp/q — k o @. The linear part of
this isomorphism is given by the vector space isomorphism

QL (P, g) Y — QY M, ad(P)), 0 — oy,
where oy € QY(M,ad(P)) is defined, for each + € M and v € T,M, by
o9(v) = —[p,0(X)] € ad(P), for an arbitrary choice of p € P, and X € T,P

such that 7, X = v.

As already mentioned, one of the advantages of looking at connection forms
rather than sections of the bundle of connections is that, in this perspective, the
way principal G-bundle maps act on connections is more easily understood. In
fact, given a principal bundle map f : P — @ covering f : M — N, we realize
that the pull-back f* : Q(Q,g) — Q'(P,g) maps QL(Q) to QL(P). Denoting
the restriction of f* to Q4(Q) with Q5(f) : QL(Q) — QL(P), it follows that
Q4(+) is a contravariant functor from the category of principal G-bundles to
the category of affine spaces. We can now compare the contravariant functors
Q4(-) and T'(C(+)) exploiting the isomorphism in (2.4.4). As a matter of fact,
whenever a principal bundle map f: P — @ is given, we have A commutative

diagram:

P(C(Q)) s TE(P))

The diagram above can be interpreted saying that (2.4.4) is a natural equiva-
lence between the contravariant functors Q}(-) and T'(C(-)).

2.4.4 Curvature of a connection

Our next goal is to introduce the curvature associated to a connection form,
and therefore the curvature of the corresponding section of the bundle of con-
nections as well. To define it, a map providing the horizontal part of a vector
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tangent to a principal bundle with respect to a connection form on such bun-
dle is needed. Given a principal G-bundle 7 : P — M and a connection form
w € Q}(P), we provide a prescription to lift each tangent vector v € T'M over
x € M to a tangent vector U; € TP over any point p € P, which is horizontal
with respect to the connection form w, namely w(v;) = 0. In fact, consider
X € T,P such that m,X = v (X exists since 7 is the principal bundle pro-

jection) and take the vertical tangent vector X, X0 ¢ T,P at p generated by
w(X) € g. v; =X — X;J(X) € T,P still lies in the preimage of v under m,
and moreover w(v]) = w(X) — w(X) = 0 by the properties of the connection
form. Let Y € T,P be such that w(Y) = 0 and 7,Y = v. Then Z =Y —v]

is vertical, therefore Z = X, @ = 0, whence Y = v;. This shows that, given
w € QL(P), there exists a well-defined vector bundle map which realizes the
lift prescription we were looking for:

Tiﬂ'*(TM)—)TP, (p,U)HU;,

where 7*(T'M) denotes the pull-back of the vector bundle T'M under 7 : P —
M. In particular, we can assign to each vector tangent to P, its horizontal
part with respect to w:

h,: TP — TP, X e T,P— (m.X)]. (2.4.5)

Note that by the arguments presented above h,, decomposes TP in the direct
sum of its image h,(T'P) ~ 7*(TM) and VP ~ P x g. In fact, T is nothing
but a right-splitting of the G-equivariant counterpart of the Atiyah sequence,
which is a short exact sequence of G-equivariant vector bundle maps covering
idp, cfr. (2.4.1):

0— VP -S5TP ™ 7*(TM) — 0.

Definition 2.4.19. Let G be a Lie group and consider a principal G-bundle
P over a manifold M. Given a connection form w € Q}(P), consider the
associated vector bundle map h,, : TP — T'P, which provides the w-horizontal
part of each vector tangent to P, see eq. (2.4.5) and the previous discussion.
The curvature F,, € Q2 (P, g)°Y of the connection form w is the horizontal and
G-equivariant g-valued 2-form on P defined by F,(X,Y) = dw(h,(X), h,(Y))
for each p € P and X,Y € T, P.

As already mentioned in the definition, the curvature F,, € Q2 (P, g)°? of
a connection form w € Q}(P) is both horizontal and equivariant with respect
to the adjoint right G-action on g, namely it vanishes whenever one of its
arguments lies in V' P and it is such that r;F, = adg-1 o F, for each g € G.
Being horizontal follows immediately from the fact that the kernel of h, is
exactly V P, cfr. (2.4.5), while equivariance is inherited from w and h,,. These
features allow us to equivalently represent the curvature F, by an ad(P)-valued
2-form F,, on M by setting, for each x € M and v, w € T, M,

Fl(v,w) = [p, Fu(X,Y)], (2.4.6)

60



2.4. Principal bundles

for an arbitrary choice of p € P, and X,Y € T,P such that 7,.X = v and
m.Y = w. In fact, for each degree k there is a vector space isomorphism
QF(P,g) ~ QF(M,ad(P)), cfr. [KN96, Chapter 2, Example 5.2] or [Baul4, Satz
3.5]. Furthermore, we observe that Definition 2.4.19 implicitly defines a map

F:Q5(P) — Q2(P,g)*, we F.
These facts, together with (2.4.4), motivate the following definition.

Definition 2.4.20. Let G be a Lie group and consider a principal G-bundle
P over a manifold M. The curvature Fy € Q*(M,ad(P)) of a connection \ €
['(C(P)) is the curvature F,, € Q*(M,ad(P)) of the corresponding connection
form w € QL(P), cfr. (2.4.4) and (2.4.6). In particular, we have the curvature
map

F: T(C(P)) — QY(M,ad(P)), A By

Let P and () be principal G-bundles over M and respectively N. By
naturality of the Atiyah sequence and of the exterior derivative d, for each
principal G-bundle map f : P — @ and each connection form w € Q5(Q), we
get

F(f'w) = (df*w) o hyey = dwohy 0 fo = fH(F(w)).

Note that ad(f) : ad(P) — ad(Q) is fiberwise injective. In particular, we can
invert it on a given fiber. This allows us to define

Q*(f) : Q*(N,ad(Q)) — Q*(M,ad(P)), ww

w' € Q*(M,ad(P)) being specified by the condition ad(f)ow’ = wo f , where
both w : TN — ad(Q) and w’' : TM — ad(P) are regarded here as vector
bundle maps. where w € Q%(N,ad(Q)) is regarded as a vector bundle map
w: TN — ad(Q). With this definition, the equation displayed above entails
that the following diagram commutes:

re@) —Lrep)) (2.4.7)

O?(N,ad(Q)) 0 O?(M,ad(P))

In particular, this diagram illustrates how the curvature of a connection trans-
forms under the action of a gauge transformation.

The subsequent theorem provides a very well-known formula for the curva-
ture of a connection form. The proof of this result, originally due to Cartan,
is easily available in the literature, see e.g. [Ish99, Theorem 6.4].

Theorem 2.4.21 (Cartan’s structural equation). Let G be a Lie group and
consider a principal G-bundle P over M. Let w € Qb(P) be a connection form
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and denote its curvature with F,, € Q(P,g)*v. The following identity holds
true for allp € P and X,Y € T,P:

FulX,Y) = dw(X,Y) + w(X),w(Y)],
where [-,-] : g X g — g denotes the Lie bracket.

Remark 2.4.22 (Curvature map for Abelian structure groups). In view of
Chapter 4, we focus our attention on the case of principal G-bundles P having
an Abelian structure Lie group G.

Since ad(P) ~ M x g, cfr. Proposition 2.4.8, the curvature F) of a connec-
tion A € I'(C(P)) becomes a g-valued 2-form on the base space M of P. Accord-
ingly, given a principal G-bundle map f : P — Q, Q*(f) : Q*(N,ad(Q)) —
O%(M,ad(P)) reduces to the pull-back f* : Q*(N,g) — Q*(M,g) under the
base map f : M — N. In particular, if we look at a gauge transformation
fe Gau(P_), we realize that the curvature is invariant under gauge transfor-
mations. In fact, since f = idy for f € Gau(P), the bottom arrow in (2.4.7)
reduces to the identity for G Abelian, whence F o T'(C(f)) = F, meaning that
the curvature of a connection A € I'(C(P)) coincides with the curvature of the
connection I'(C(f))A after the gauge transformation f.

Let us also mention that, for G Abelian, the curvature F' : I'(C(P)) —
O%(M,g) turns out to be an affine map (we are regarding the vector space
O?(M, g) as an affine space modeled on itself). To exhibit the linear part of F'
(thus proving that F' is indeed affine), we note that in this case I'(C(P)) is an
affine space modeled on Q*(M, g), G being Abelian. Therefore we can consider
the linear map Fy = —d : Q' (M, g) — Q*(M, g). Our aim consists in showing
that F(\ + o) = F()\) + Fy (o) for each A € T'(C(P)) and each o € Q' (M, g).
Denoting with wy € Q(P) and with 6, € Q (P, g)°? ? the forms obtained from
A and respectively from 6 via the affine isomorphism of (2.4.4) and its linear
part, we can express F'(\ + o) in terms of F(wy + 0,) € Q2(P, g)°? and F())
in terms of F(wy) € QZ(P,g)°Y, c¢fr. Definition 2.4.20. Exploiting Cartan’s
structural equation and noting that the Lie bracket on the Lie algebra of an
Abelian group is trivial, we conclude that

./T(W)\ + 90) = d(w,\ + QU) =dwy +db, = ./—"(w,\) +dé, .

This identity already shows that, for G Abelian, F : Q}(P) — Q2(P, g)°% is
an affine map whose linear part Fy : QL(P, g)*®™ — Q2(P, g)°%" is provided by
the restriction to Qf (P, g)*™ of d : Q'(P,g) — Q?(P,g)."? To conclude that

9G being Abelian, the requirement of equivariance under the right adjoint G-action on g
actually reduces to invariance.

10As one can directly check, d always preserves the equivariance property. Furthermore,
d maps horizontal forms to horizontal forms in the Abelian case. In fact, for p € P and
X € V, P, there exists £ € g such that Xg = X, therefore an extension of X is given by the
vertical vector field ¢ € P — X g € T, P. Furthermore, for Y € T),P, we can always consider

a vector field Y equivariantly extending Y, namely such that ffp =Y and ng = rg*f/:] for
all g € P and g € G. Using the vector fields X¢ and Y to evaluate df(X,Y) shows that this
term vanishes whenever 6 lies in Q] (P, g)°? and G is Abelian.
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F(A+0) = F(\) + Fy(0), consider z € M and v,w € T, M. Furthermore,
choose p € P, and X,Y € T,,P such that m,.X =vand .Y =w, 7 : P - M
being the projection from the total space to the base of the principal bundle P.
Recalling Definition 2.4.20 and taking into account that ad(P) ~ M x g, from
the equation displayed above we deduce Fy,, (v, w) = F)\(v,w)+df,(X,Y). By
the arguments in Remark 2.4.18 and in particular the linear part of the affine
isomorphism displayed in (2.4.4), we conclude that 6, = —7*c for G Abelian,
whence F), (v, w) = F\(v,w) —do(v,w). Summing up, for a principal bundle
P with an Abelian structure group G, the curvature F : T'(C(P)) — Q?(M, g)
turns out to be an affine map.

The commutative diagram in (2.4.7) for G Abelian expresses the fact that
F : T(C(-)) = Q*((*)vase; §) is a natural transformation between contravari-
ant functors from the category of principal G-bundles to the category of affine
spaces Aff. Note that, for each principal G-bundle P, Q%((P)pase, §) = Q%(M, g)
is indeed a vector space, now regarded as an affine space modeled on itself.
Even more, each component of the natural transformation F' is an affine dif-
ferential operator in the sense of Definition 2.3.13. In fact, for G Abelian, on
each principal G-bundle P, the linear part of F : T'(C(P)) — Q%(M, g) is the
linear differential operator Fy, = —d : Q' (M, g) — Q?(M,g). This feature ex-
presses in a mathematical language the fact that Yang-Mills field theories with
Abelian structure groups do not exhibit self-interactions. This fact simplifies
a lot the analysis of the dynamics of the equation of motion, see Chapter 4 for
further details.

2.5 Quantization

In this section we present a procedure developed in [MSTV73] to quantize
presymplectic Abelian groups. This generalizes the theory of Weyl systems
and CCR-representations for symplectic vector spaces, which is very well-
understood, for example refer to [BGP07, BR87]. Note that a generalization
is also available for presymplectic vector spaces [BHRO4]. Furthermore, we
analyze certain properties of this construction which are relevant for locally
covariant field theories. This material is also available in [BDHS14, Appendix
A]. For the sake of completeness, we will briefly sketch some of the proofs. As
a starting point let us introduce the category of presymplectic Abelian groups.

Definition 2.5.1. A presymplectic Abelian group (H,p) consists in the as-
signment of an Abelian group H endowed with a presymplectic form p :
Hx H — R, namely a (possibly degenerate) anti-symmetric bi-homomorphism.
A presymplectic homomorphism L between the presymplectic Abelian groups
(H,p) and (K,0) is a group homomorphism L : H — K preserving the
presymplectic structures, namely o o (L x L) = p. The category of presym-
plectic Abelian groups PSymA has presymplectic Abelian groups as objects and
presymplectic homomorphisms as morphisms.
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Following [MSTV73], to a presymplectic Abelian group (H,p), one can
associate a x-algebra over the field C: Consider the vector space A(H, o)
spanned over C by the set of symbols {W, : h € H} and endow it with
the structure of an associative unital x-algebra introducing a product and an
involution via the following identities, known as Weyl relations or canonical
commutation relations (CCR):

W, Wy, = exp (—%p(h, k)) W(h+ k), Wi =W_,. (2.5.1)

Note that Wy = 1 is the unit of A(H,0). To each presymplectic homomor-
phism L : (H,p) — (K, 0), one can also associate a x-homomorphism

A(L): A(H, p) = A(K,0),  ALW,=W;,, YheH. (252)

Denoting with *Alg the category of unital x-algebras, one can easily check
that A : PSymA — *Alg is a covariant functor. Note that A : PSymA —
*Alg preserves injectivity of morphisms. In fact, suppose a € A(H, p) is such
that A(L)a = 0. By definition a can be expressed as a C-linear combination
a = Y neschWy labeled by a finite subset S C H, where {W,} is a family
of linearly independent elements of A(H p). If L is injective, by definition it
follows that {Wp,} is a collection of linearly independent elements of A(K, o).
Furthermore, by assumption A(L)a = ), . c, Wy, vanishes. Therefore ¢;, = 0
for each h € S, whence a = 0, thus showing that A(L) is injective.

We want to endow A(H, p) with a C*-norm. To do so, we first introduce
an auxiliary norm || - [|* on A(H, p): For each finite subset S C H and each
collection {¢;, € C: h € S} of complex numbers, we set

D eaWall = el (2.5.3)

hes hes

This norm fulfils the following inequalities for each a,b € A(H,0):
labll* < flal*[6]*, la”[|* = llal[* .

Therefore the completion of A(H, o) with respect to || - ||* provides a unital
Banach *-algebra AB(H, p) whose elements are of the form Y hes Wy, for
a countable subset S C H and a collection {c¢, € C : h € S} of complex
numbers such that ), ¢ |cy| < +0o0. Furthermore, if a presymplectic homo-
morphism L : (H,p) — (K, o) is given, and we endow A(H,p) and A(K,0)
with the norms |- || and respectively |- ||$ defined according to (2.5.3), one can
check that the x-homomorphism A(L) : A(H, p) - A(K, o) is bounded by 1,
namely ||A(L)al|$ < ||lal|} for each a € A(H, p). As a consequence, one gets a
continuous extension to the completions, namely a continuous *-algebra homo-
morphism AB(L) : AB(H, p) — AB(K, o). Even more, if L is injective, A(L) is
an isometry, therefore AB(L) is an isometry too. In fact, denoting with B*Alg
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the category of Banach *-algebras, it turns out that AP : PSymA — B*Alg is a
covariant functor which assigns to each injective presymplectic homomorphism
an isometric *-homomorphism between Banach x-algebras.

The second step to define a C*-norm on A(H, p) consists in considering
states on AB(H, p).

Definition 2.5.2. Let A be a unital x-algebra over C. A statew : A — C is a
linear functional which is positive and normalized, namely such that w(a*a) >
0 for each a € A and w(1) = 1. A state w : A — C is faithful if w(a*a) =0
implies a = 0.

In case a topological unital x-algebra is considered, states are usually also
required to be continuous. Proposition 2.17 of [MSTV73] shows that one can
obtain continuous positive linear functionals on AB(H, p) from positive linear
functionals on A(H, p). We recall this result below.

Proposition 2.5.3. Let (H,p) be a presymplectic Abelian group and w :
A(H, p) — C be a positive linear functional. Then w is continuous with respect
to || - ||* and it can be extended by continuity to a continuous positive linear
functional w : AB(H, p) — C. Furthermore, if w : A(H, p) — C is a state on
A(H, p), its extension w : AB(H, p) — C is a state on AP(H, p).

Proof. Each positive linear functional w on a x-algebra always provides a
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. In the case under analysis, one has |w(b* a)|? <
w(a* a)w(b*b) for each a,b € A(H,p). Applying this inequality to b = 1 €
A(H,p) and a = W), € A(H,p) for an arbitrary choice of h € H, one gets
lw(Wp)| < w(l). Recalling that {W,, : h € H} generates A(H,p), from
the last inequality it follows that, for each a € A(H,p), |w(a)| < w(1)|all®.
Then w : A(H, p) — C is continuous with respect to || - ||* and its extension
by continuity w : AB(H,p) — C is a continuous positive linear functional.
Furthermore, if we also assume w : A(H,p) — C to be normalized, namely
w(1) = 1, clearly its extension w : AB(H, p) — C is normalized as well, hence
a state on AB(H, p). O

It is easy to exhibit a faithful state on AB(H,p): Define a state @ :
A(H, p) — C imposing @(W,) =0 for all h € H \ {0} and &(1) = 1. Proposi-
tion 2.5.3 shows that @ can be extended to a state @ : AB(H, p) — C by conti-
nuity. One can check that this state is faithful. In fact, suppose a € AB(H, p)
is such that @(a*a) = 0. Since a can be written as a = ), s cp W, for a
countable subset S C H and a collection {¢;, € C: h € S} of complex numbers
such that ), _«|cp| < 400, the definition of @ entails that

Sara) =33 aerexp (%p(h, k)) Wi ) = el

heS keS heS

Therefore w(a*a) = 0 implies ¢, = 0 for all h € S, that is to say a = 0. The
existence of at least one faithful state on AB(H,p) enables us to introduce
another norm on AB(H, p).
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Definition 2.5.4. Let (H,p) be a presymplectic Abelian group and denote
with .7 the set of states on AB(H,p). The minimal reqular norm || - || on
AB(H,g) is defined by

lall = sup Vw(a*a), acAP(H,p).
wES

Notice that the supremum is bounded from above by ||-||*. In fact, for each
w € . and each a € AB(H, p), |w(a)] < ||al|*, see the proof of Proposition
2.5.3. One can check that || - | is a norm on AB(H, p) compatible with the
algebraic product, namely |lab|| < ||al||[b|| for each a,b € AB(H, p) directly
from its definition and the fact that there exists a faithful state on AB(H, p).
The next lemma shows that || - || is also a C*-norm on AB(H, p).

Lemma 2.5.5. Let (H,p) be a presymplectic Abelian group. The minimal
regular norm || - || introduced in Definition 2.5.4 is a C*-norm on AB(H,p),
namely ||a*|| = ||a|| and ||a*a| = ||a||* for each a € AB(H, p). In particular,
the completion of AB(H,p), or equivalently of A(H,p), with respect to the
minimal regular norm || - || provides the C*-algebra €ER(H, p) of canonical
commutation relations associated to the presymplectic Abelian group (H, p).

Proof. For each state w € ., consider the associated GNS-triple (m,,, 72, ),),
where 7, : AB(H, p) — End(9%,,) is a *-representation on a pre-Hilbert space
2., while Q,, € 9, is a cyclic vector such that (€, 7,(a),), = w(a) for
each a € AB(H,p). References about the GNS theorem for C*-algebras are
e.g. [BR87, Section 2.3] and [BF09, Section 1.4]. However, one can easily check
that the GNS construction goes through also for states on arbitrary unital x-
algebras, yet resulting in a much less regular GNS representation, cfr. [BDH13,
Theorem 4.1]. The GNS construction applied to a state w on AB(H, p) provides
the pre-Hilbert space 2, given by the quotient of vector spaces AB(H, p)/N,,
endowed with the scalar product (-,-) defined by ([a], [0])., = w(b* a) for each
a,b € AB(H,p), where N, = {a € AB(H,p) : w(a*a) = 0} is a left ideal
of AB(H, p). Furthermore, the *-representation 7, : AB(H, p) — End(%,) is
defined by m,(a)[b] = [ab] for each a,b € AB(H, p), while the cyclic vector is
specified by €, = [1]. In particular, we get the following identity:

(mw(a)[b], mw(a) b)) = w(b* a*ab), Ya,be AP(H,p). (2.5.4)

This entails the inequality below, which in turn ensures continuity of the *-
representation m,:

17 (@) [b]ll < flall [[[6] ]l , Va,be A(H,p).

This shows that m,(a) is a bounded operator on %, with operator norm
|7 (a)||Z < |la]| < |la||*, whence 7, (a) extends by continuity to a bounded
linear operator on the Hilbert space completion 7, of Z,,. The result is a con-
tinuous *-representation 7, : AB(H, p) — £ (H,). Furthermore, we already
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know that ||z, (a)||Z < |la|| for each a € AB(H, p) and each w € ., whence

sup (@)l < llall, VaeAS(H,p).

The converse inequality holds true by definition of the minimal regular norm
and exploiting the identity in (2.5.4):

lal| = sup w(a*a) < sup  sup w(b* a* ab)
we. we.¥ bGAB(H,p)
w(b* b)=1

=sup  sup [m(a@)]ll. = sup Imu(a)[lZ,  Vae AP(H,p).
we bEAB(H,p) wes
w(b* b)=1

Since, for each w € ., £ () is the C*-algebra of bounded operators on JZ,,
for each a € AB(H, p), both the identity ||a*|| = |a]| and the C*-condition
|la* a|| = ||a||* follow from the corresponding ones on .Z () for each w € ..
This shows that || - || is a C*-norm. Therefore, the completion of AB(H, p), or
equivalently of A(H, p), with respect to ||-|| provides the C*-algebra €ER(H, p).
Furthermore, for each state w € ., 7, extends by continuity to a continuous
x-representation of CCR(H, p). O

Note that ||-|| is dominated by ||-||* on AB(H, p) and that any other C*-norm
on A(H, p) induces a C*-algebra isomorphic to a quotient of €ER(H, p) by one
of its ideals, c¢fr. [MSTV73, Corollary 3.9]. Furthermore, each state w € .%
extends by continuity to a state on €ER(H, p) by definition of the minimal
regular norm and using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. In fact, |w(a)|* <
w(a*a) < |lal]? for each a € AB(H, o).

Remark 2.5.6. Let us stress that, in the case of a symplectic vector space
(V, 1), the C*-norm on A(V, ) is unique, cfr. [BGP07, Theorem 4.2.9], hence
CER(V, ) coincides with the standard CCR-representation associated to a
symplectic vector space (V, 1), see for example [BGP07, Definition 4.2.8]. Fur-
thermore, notice that the minimal regular norm coincides with the one con-
sidered in [BHRO04] in case (V, 7) is a presymplectic vector space, cfr. [BHR04,
Proposition 3.4].

Given a presymplectic homomorphism L : (H,p) — (K,0), one gets a
continuous *-homomorphism AB(L) : AB(H, p) — AB(K, o). Now we would
like to get a continuous *-homomorphism €ER(L) : CCR(H, p) — CER(K, 0)
out of AB(L). This is a straightforward consequence of the fact that the pull-
back via AB(L) of any state ws € .%% on AB(K, o) is a state wy 0 AB(L) € ./
on AB(H, p). Keeping this fact in mind, the inequality below holds for each
a € AB(H, p):

|AB(L)al|s = sup \/w2<AB(L)(a* a)) < sup Vwi(a*a) = lalli, (2.5.5)

wo €S w1E€ES
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where ||-||; and [|-||> denote the minimal regular norms respectively on AB(H, p)
and on AB(K, ). Therefore, the extension to the C*-completions provides the
sought C*-algebra homomorphism €€R(L) : CCR(H, p) — CCR(K,0). We
collect the results outlined above in the next theorem.

Theorem 2.5.7. The assignment of the unital C*-algebra EER(H, p) to each
presymplectic Abelian group (H,p) and of the continuous x-homomorphism
CCR(L) : €CR(H, p) — CCR(K, 0) to each presymplectic homomorphism L :
(H,p) = (K, o) provides a covariant functor €ER : PSymA — C*Alg from the
category of presymplectic Abelian groups to the category of unital C*-algebras.

To conclude the present section, we want to show that €€R : PSymA —
C*Alg preserves injectivity of morphisms. To achieve this result we need a
preliminary lemma showing that, given a presymplectic Abelian group (H, p),
any positive linear functional on a unital x-subalgebra of A(H, p) admits an
extension to a positive linear functional on A(H, p). This is a consequence of
the positive cone version of the Hahn-Banach theorem, ¢fr. [Edw65, Theorem
2.6.2].

Lemma 2.5.8. Let (H,p) be a presymplectic Abelian group and consider a
positive linear functional @ : A — C on a unital x-subalgebra A of the unital *-
algebra A(H, p). Then there exists a positive linear functionalw : A(H, p) — C
extending @, namely such that its restriction w|a to A coincides with ©.

Proof. Consider the real vector subspaces of Hermitian elements of A(H, p)
and respectively A:

H={a€A(H,p): a* =a}, H={acA:a" =alCH.

The restriction @]y : H - Rof: A — C to#H is a positive R-linear
functional.

Denote with K C H the positive cone in H whose elements are linear
combinations with positive coefficients of elements in H of the form a*a for
a € A(H,p). We show that, for each a € H, there exists @ € H such that
a—a € K. In fact, each a € H is a finite sum of Hermitian elements of the
form a.p, = cWp, +cW_y,, c € C, h € H. Hence, it is enough to prove that
the property stated above holds true for a.j for each ¢ € C and each h € H.
Take ¢ € C and h € H and consider b = 1 — ¢W;, € A(H, p). Clearly k = b*b
lies in the positive cone K and moreover k = (1 + |¢[>)1 — a.. Since 1 € A,
introducing @ = (1 + |¢|?)1 € H, we conclude that @ — a,;, € K, thus proving
the statement above.

The fact that, for each a € H, there exists @ € H such that @ — a € K,
allows one to apply [Edw65, Theorem 2.6.2] to &|; : H — R in order to obtain
a positive R-linear functional w : H — R extending @ : H — R.

It only remains to extend w : H — R to A(H,p). First, note that each
element a € A(H, p) can be uniquely decomposed as a C-linear combination
of Hermitian elements, a = agp + iay, for agr = (a +a*)/2 € H and a; = (a —
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a*)/2i € H. Then one defines w : A(H, p) — C setting w(a) = w(ar) +iw(ar).
To conclude the proof, note that w = @w on H entails w = @ on A too. O

Proposition 2.5.9. Let L : (H,p) — (K,0) be an injective presymplectic
homomorphism. Then €ER(L) : ECR(H, p) — CER(K,0) is an isometric
x-homomorphism, in particular injective.

Proof. The inequality displayed in (2.5.5) entails that ||[€ER(L)a||2 < ||al|; for
each a € €CR(H, p), where || - ||; and || - || denote the minimal regular norms
on CCR(H, p) and respectively on CER(K, o). Therefore, it remains only to
check that ||€ER(L)allz > ||al|; for each € €ER(H, p). Let us denote the set of
states on AB(H, p) by ., and the set of states on AB(K, o) by .. Recalling
Definition 2.5.4, the thesis is implied by the following statement: For each
state w; € .7}, there exists a state wy € % such that wy 0 AB(L) = w;.

Let us take a state w; € .#;. Recalling that the *-homomorphism AB(L) :
AB(H,p) — AB(K,0) is an isometry, one deduces in particular that A(L) :
A(H, p) — A(K, o) is injective, therefore it admits a unique inverse A(L)™! :
A(L)(A(H, p)) — A(H, p) defined on the image. Consider now

@y =wy o A(L)™": A(L)(A(H, p)) — C.

This is a positive linear functional defined on a unital x-subalgebra of A(K, o)
and it is such that wy(1y) = 1. Exploiting Lemma 2.5.8, one finds a positive
linear functional wy : A(K,0) — C extending @,. In particular, we(1s) = 1.
Applying Proposition 2.5.3, one gets a continuous extension of wy to AB(K, o)
too. We denote it still by wy : AP(K,0) — C and we observe that this is a
state in .%. Furthermore, by construction, wy o A(L) = @y 0 A(L) = w; on
A(H, p), whence wy o AB(L) = w; on AB(H, p) by continuity.

Keeping all this in mind, for a € AB(H, p), one gets the following inequality:

lall = sup Ven(aa) < sup \Jwn(AB(L)(a* a)) = [AP(L)all.

wW1ES wo €S

The same inequality holds true when passing to the C*-completions, namely
|€ECR(L)al|z > ||al|; for each a € ECR(H, p), thus concluding the proof. [
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Chapter

Maxwell k-forms

In this chapter we introduce the first gauge field theory we are interested in,
namely Mazwell k-forms. For k = 1 this model reproduces the usual dynamics
of the vector potential. Maxwell k-forms have been widely considered in the
literature, especially to model pure electromagnetism, possibly in the presence
of external source currents. A list of papers in the framework of algebraic
quantum field theory where electromagnetism and its higher analogues for
k > 2 have been thoroughly analyzed either from the point of view of the
Faraday tensor or in the spirit adopted here, possibly including external sources
as well, is [Dim92, FP03, Pfe09, Dap11,DS13,FS13, CRV13,SDH14, FL14].

We will not include external sources in our description, but we will al-
low for any degree k ranging from 1 to m — 1, m being the dimension of
the spacetime under consideration. Our attention will be focused on certain
properties of the functionals which will be considered on field configurations.
In particular we will exploit the tools developed in Section 2.2 to show that
such functionals separate field configurations and moreover that all functionals
vanishing on-shell can be obtained via the equation of motion. Furthermore,
we will analyze in detail the functorial behavior of this model both at the
classical and at the quantum level adopting the perspective of general local
covariance, see [BFV03]. In particular we will exhibit explicit violations of
the locality property which arise from degeneracies of the classical presym-
plectic structures and from non-trivial centers of the quantum algebras. Even
more, locality cannot be restored via suitable quotients, yet the interpreta-
tion of spacetime regions as subsystems can be recovered in the Haag-Kastler
framework [HK64].

3.1 Gauge symmetry and dynamics
In the present section M will be a fixed globally hyperbolic spacetime of di-
mension m. Off-shell field configurations are provided by k-forms A € QF(M)

over M with arbitrary support for any fixed k € {1,...,m —1}. The equation
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of motion which specifies on-shell field configurations is the standard equation
for the vector potential generalized to arbitrary degree k:

§dA =0, AcQF(M), ke{l,...,m—1}. (3.1.1)

Note that for k& = m this equation becomes trivial, all forms of top degree be-
ing closed. This motivates the fact that m has been excluded from the range
of possible degrees k which are considered here. On-shell field configurations
are not the central objects that describe the dynamics of the vector potential,
rather gauge equivalence classes are regarded as carrying the actual physical
information. In this spirit, and extending to arbitrary degree what is usually
considered as gauge symmetry for the vector potential, we introduce the follow-

ing notion of gauge equivalence for field configurations: For k € {1,... ,m—1}
and A, A’ € QF(M), we have

A~ A = Ix € QM) - dy=A" - A, (3.1.2)

namely A, A" are equivalent provided A’ = A + dy, for some x € Q¥ 1(M).
If the degree k is 0, then there is no gauge equivalence and the model boils
down to to the free real scalar field. Being interested in field theories with
non-trivial gauge symmetry, we have excluded the degree £ = 0. Let us stress
that for £ = 1 the model considered describes the vector potential for free
electromagnetism without any external source.

Remark 3.1.1. One can take into account a model related to the present
one via the Hodge star operator x. Specifically, consider a model where a
field configuration B € Q™ *(M) is on-shell when the equation of motion
ddB = 0, instead of (3.1.1), is fulfilled and where gauge equivalence is specified
by the condition B ~ B’ if and only if there exists x € Q™ *+1(M) such that
dx = B’ — B, in place of (3.1.2). It is straightforward to check that this
model is completely equivalent to the one described previously, the relation
B = %A being defined via the Hodge star *. In particular one can observe that
for this “dual” model, in degree m — k = 0 the equation of motion becomes
trivial, all O-forms being coclosed, and in degree m — k = m there is no gauge
equivalence and the equation of motion reduces to (0B = 0. Therefore we are
interested in the dual version of the model described previously only in degree
m—ke{l,...,m—1}.

We denote the space of solutions to the field equation (3.1.1) as follows:
Sy = ker (6d : QF(M) — Q¥(M)) , ke{l,...,m—1}. (3.1.3)

According to (3.1.2), two k-forms are regarded as equivalent whenever they
differ by an exact k-form, i.e. their difference lies in

Gy = dQ* (M), ke{l,...,m—1}.
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Since dd = 0, it follows that G,; is a subspace of Sy; and therefore it makes
sense to consider the quotient below which defines the space [Sys] of gauge
equivalence classes of on-shell k-forms:
Sm
[Su| = 5, Ee{l,...,m—1}. (3.1.4)
Gu
For the rest of the present section we will be concerned in presenting a
characterization of the space [Sy/] of on-shell Maxwell k-forms up to gauge.
This result is achieved in three steps following the strategy of [Dapll, Section
2.2]. The first step consists in showing that it is always possible to set the
Lorenz gauge starting from an on-shell k-form. Next, we show that, up to
a gauge transformation, one can exploit the causal propagator of the Hodge-
d’Alembert differential operator [J = dd+dd, see Subsection 2.2.3, to represent
each solution in the Lorenz gauge starting from a coclosed k-form with timelike
compact support. The last step exploits these two facts to represent on-shell
Maxwell k-forms up to gauge in terms of a suitable quotient of QF ~(M).

Lemma 3.1.2. Let M be an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime and
consider k € {1,...,m — 1}. Fach k-form A € Sy is gauge equivalent to
a k-form A’ € Sy satisfying the Lorenz gauge condition, namely there exists
x € Q¥ (M) such that A’ = A+ dy fulfils 6A’ = 0.

Proof. Given a k-form A € &), we can consider the equation ddy = —dJA,
where y € QF (M) has to be determined. Consider a partition of unity
{x+,x_} on M such that x; = 1 in a past compact region, while xy_ = 1 in
a future compact one. Exploiting the retarded and advanced Green operators
G™T,G~ for O, one can explicitly write down a solution to the equation ddy =
—0A:

X = =0 (G (x+A) + G (x-4)) .

Introducing a new k-form A’ = A+4dy, one realizes that A’ € Sy, and moreover
0A" = A 4+ ddx = 0. Since per construction A" ~ A, this concludes the
proof. O]

Remark 3.1.3. Lemma 3.1.2 shows how to impose the Lorenz gauge on-shell.
Actually this result can be also achieved off-shell. Given w € QF(M), we
look for y € QF1(M) such that w' = w + dy satisfies the Lorenz condition,
namely dw’ = 0. This amounts to solving the equation ddy = —dw. A solution
x € QF1(M) of this equation can be found using the argument presented in
the proof of the last lemma.

Lemma 3.1.4. Let M be an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime and
consider k € {1,...,m — 1}. Denote with G the causal propagator for OJ,
see Subsection 2.2.3. Fach A € Sy satisfying the Lorenz gauge condition is
gauge equivalent to Gw € Sy for a suitable coclosed k-form w with timelike
compact support, namely there exist x € Q¥"Y(M) and w € QF 5(M) such that
Gw = A+ dy.
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3. Maxwell k-forms

Proof. Consider A € Sy satisfying the Lorenz gauge condition, i.e. such that
0A = 0. Then 0dA = 0 entails [JA = 0 since [1 = 6d+dé. By the properties of
the causal propagator G, in particular Theorem 2.2.24, there exists § € QF (M)
such that G = A. From the Lorenz gauge condition, together with Proposition
2.2.25, one reads G0 = 0. This ensures the existence of p € QF~1(M) such
that Op = 66. Furthermore note that via Theorem 2.2.24, the last identity
entails dp = 0. Introducing w = 0 —dp € QF (M) and x = —Gp € Q*1(M),
one can conclude that éw = 0 and, moreover, Gw = A + dy, thus concluding
the proof. n

Theorem 3.1.5. Let M be an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime
and consider k € {1,...,m — 1}. Denote with G the causal propagator for
U, see Subsection 2.2.3. Then G induces the following isomorphism of vector
spaces:

Qf 5 (M)
) = |Gw] .

Proof. Given any w € QF (M), Gw is coclosed by Proposition 2.2.25, therefore
§dGw = OGw = 0. This means that G maps QF (M) to Sy, hence one can
consider the map

Q5 (M) — [Sul, w i [Gw].

First of all, we prove that the map defined above is surjective. Take [A] € [Sy]
and choose a representative A € [A]. Applying Lemma 3.1.2, one finds A’ € Sy,
satisfying the Lorenz gauge condition which is gauge equivalent to A, namely
such that A" = 0 and [A’] = [4]. By Lemma 3.1.4 applied to A’, there exists
w € QF s(M) such that [Gw] = [A], therefore one deduces that [Gw] = [A].

It remains only to check that the kernel of the map mentioned above co-
incides with 6dQF (M). The inclusion in one direction is a consequence of the
following chain of identities for each 6 € QF (M):

G6df = G(O — d5)0 = —dG36 € Gy .

This shows that dQF (M) is included in the kernel of the map QF (M) — [Sy]
introduced above. To prove also the converse inclusion we take w € QF (M)
lying in the kernel of the map QF (M) — [Sy]. This is to say that there exists
x € Q¥ Y(M)such that dy = Gw, in particular we have the identity édy = 0.
For k > 2, an argument similar to the one used above to show surjectivity,
exploiting both Lemma 3.1.2 and Lemma 3.1.4, shows that there exist p €
QFL(M) and & € QF2(M) such that Gp = x +d&. For k = 1, the situation is
simpler since the equation ddy = 0 coincides with [y = 0 and hence one finds
p € C2(M) such that Gp = x. In both cases one deduces that Gw = Gdp.
Because of this identity there exists 6 € QF (M) such that 00 = w—dp. Acting
with § on both sides, we deduce [J00 = —ddp. Furthermore, we note that, for
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3.1. Gauge symmetry and dynamics

any k > 1, 0dp = Op and hence (60 +p) = 0. By Theorem 2.2.24, this entails
that 60 + p = 0. Together with the identity [J8 = w — dp, this entails w = dd#f.
This shows that the kernel of the map QF ;(M) — [Sy] introduced above is
included in 6dQF (M), thus completing the proof. O

Under suitable conditions, we can exploit the quotient by 6dQF,(M) in the
source of the isomorphism provided by the last theorem in order to choose
a representative in QF (M) with support “as close as possible” to a Cauchy
hypersurface for M. This property is related to the fact that the Cauchy
problem for Maxwell k-forms is well-posed (in a suitable sense), cfr. [Pfe09,
Proposition I1.12]. To make this statement more precise, we prove the following
lemma, which will be used later to exhibit the so-called time-slice axiom for the
functor describing the classical field theory of Maxwell k-forms, see Theorem
3.2.11.

Lemma 3.1.6. Let M be an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime and
consider k € {1,...,m — 1}. Denote with G the causal propagator for OJ.
Furthermore, assume a partition of unity {x, x—} s given in such a way that
supp(x=+) is past/future compact. Given [A] € [Sn], there exists w € QF (M)
with support inside supp(x4) Nsupp(x—) such that [Gw] = [A].

Proof. Given [A] € [Sy], Theorem 3.1.5 provides 6 € QF ;(M) such that
[GO] = [A]. First, recall that 6dG6 = 0. It follows that o0d(x+GO) =
—dd(x_-G0), so that w = dd(x;GO) has timelike compact support. In fact,

supp(w) C supp(x+) Nsupp(x-)

and the right-hand-side is a timelike compact set since it is the intersection of
a past compact set with a future compact one. The subsequent computation
shows that 6 — w € §dQF (M):

0 —w=056dG 0 — 5d(x, .GT0) + 6d(x.+ G 0) = 8dp.

Note that for the first equality we exploited the identity 6dG*0 = 6 and the
definition of G, while for the last step we made use of the partition of unity
{x+,x-} and we introduced p = y_ G760 + x.G~6. It remains only to check
that p has timelike compact support. As a matter of fact,

supp(p) C (J3;(supp(8)) Nsupp(x-)) U (Jy;(supp(#)) Nsupp(x+))

is the union of two timelike compact sets, which are obtained as the intersection
of a past compact set and a future compact one. Hence p € QF (M) and
therefore § — w € 6dQF (M). Applying the isomorphism of Theorem 3.1.5, we
deduce [Gw] = [GO] = [A], which concludes the proof. O

Remark 3.1.7. In place of Sy, one can also consider the space Sy of so-
lutions to the field equation ddA = 0 having spacelike compact support. In
agreement with this restriction on the space of solutions, one has to restrict the
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3. Maxwell k-forms

notion of gauge equivalence, which is specified by Gy.ar = dQ¥H(M) in this
case. Adopting the same arguments presented above to forms with spacelike
compact support, one can prove statements similar to Lemma 3.1.2, Lemma
3.1.4 and Theorem 3.1.5, where Q% and QF are replaced respectively by QF
and QF. In particular, these versions with restricted supports are obtained
exploiting Theorem 2.2.23 instead of Theorem 2.2.24.

3.2 Covariant classical field theory

In this section we first introduce a space of linear functionals on the space of
on-shell Maxwell k-forms up to gauge [Sy/] for a given m-dimensional glob-
ally hyperbolic spacetime M and we endow it with a suitable presymplectic
structure in the spirit of Peierls [Pei52], see [SDH14, Section 3.2] for a more
recent perspective in the context of Maxwell k-forms. We will choose regular
functionals, but still sufficiently many in order to separate points in [Sy]. In
order to exhibit separability of on-shell Maxwell k-forms up to gauge by means
of evaluation on the class of functionals considered, we will exploit standard
Poincaré duality for de Rham cohomology, see Subsection 2.2.1. Furthermore,
we will implicitly get rid of vanishing functionals in order to obtain a faith-
ful labelling of our functionals. Only later we will also provide a more explicit
characterization of vanishing functionals by means of Poincaré duality between
causally restricted de Rham cohomology groups, see Subsection 2.2.2. After
the construction of this space of functionals for a fixed globally hyperbolic
spacetime, we will exhibit the functorial properties of this construction in the
spirit of the generally covariant locality principle [BFV03]. However, as shown
in [SDH14, Theorem 4.14], the theory fails to satisfy locality in the strict
sense. We will see how to recover at least isotony in the Haag-Kastler frame-
work [HK64] considering a subcategory of m-dimensional globally hyperbolic
spacetimes with a specified terminal object, see [BDHS14, Section 6]. The
discussion for the moment is at a purely classical level. In the next section
we will quantize the model using a suitable functor to show that the relevant
properties are preserved by quantization. In particular, the failure of locality
in the strict sense, as well as the possibility to recover the Haag-Kastler frame-
work by fixing a target globally spacetime are shown. Let us stress that, even
though our approach is sometimes slightly different, the results we obtain are
in agreement with [SDH14].

To specify the class of functionals on [Sy;] we are interested in, we adopt
the strategy of [BDS14b] for affine field theories and its modification developed
in [BDS14a] to include the case of Abelian gauge field theories. Nevertheless,
notice that the situation here is simpler since we are dealing with linear spaces.
Let us fix an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime M and consider
a fixed degree k € {1,...,m — 1}. Given a k-form with compact support
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3.2. Covariant classical field theory

a € QF(M), we introduce the linear functional
O : Q" (M) - R, B (a, B). (3.2.1)
We collect all functionals of this type in the space of kinematic functionals:
& =1{0,: aeQ(M)} .

This nomenclature is motivated by the fact that X" keeps track of the kine-
matics of Maxwell k-forms, but disregards both the dynamics and the gauge
symmetry. Non-degeneracy of the pairing (-,-) : QF(M) x Q¥(M) — R en-
tails that £ is isomorphic to QF(M) via the map a € Q¥(M) — O, € &
implicitly defined in (3.2.1).

As a first step we deal with gauge equivalence for field configurations. In
fact, keeping in mind that purely gauge Maxwell k-forms G,; should be irrele-
vant, we want to consider only functionals vanishing on G,; in order to define
observables for Maxwell k-forms. Given a functional O, of EX® evaluated on
dx € G, via Stokes’ theorem we get the identity:

(bw, x) = (w,dx) = O, (dx) -

Non-degeneracy of (-, -) : Q¥ 1(M) x Q*1(M) — R entails that O,, is invariant
if and only if w is coclosed. This motivates our definition of the space I of
gauge invariant functionals for Maxwell k-forms:

&y ={0, €& - we Qg(M)} .

It is straightforward to check that the isomorphism between X" and QF(M)
restricts to an isomorphism between £ and QF;(M). Notice that, because of
gauge invariance, we can now evaluate a functional O, € £V on gauge equiv-
alence classes of off-shell Maxwell k-forms, namely elements of the quotient
QOF(M) /Gy, simply by the arbitrary choice of a representative. It is impor-
tant to note that gauge invariant functionals in £} separate on-shell Maxwell
k-forms up to gauge.

Proposition 3.2.1. Let M be an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime
and consider k € {1, ..., m—1}. For A € Sy, O,(A) =0 for each O, € £
if and only if A € Gyy.

Proof. The sufficient condition has already been checked before the definition
of £ (in fact, this was the motivation for our definition of £XV). We are left
with the proof of the necessary condition. Therefore let us consider A € Sy,
such that O, (A) = 0 for each O, € EX. This condition reads

(w,A) =0, Vwe QF(M).

If we plug in the first argument only coexact k-forms of compact support,
our condition entails that A is closed, therefore A defines a cohomology class
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3. Maxwell k-forms

[A] € H%(M). By Remark 2.2.8, the following is an isomorphism of vector
spaces:

H(M) — (He, (M), 18] = 5(- [8])

where the pairing (-, ) : H¥5(M) x HX(M) — R is defined in (2.2.11). Since,
according to our assumption, s(-, [A]) vanishes on H¥s(M), this is the trivial
element of (H*;(M))*. By the isomorphism above, [A] = 0 € HX(M), whence
A € Gy as expected. O]

So far no information about the dynamics of the system has been taken
into account. However, it is clear that some gauge invariant functionals always
vanish on-shell. For example, given £ € Q%(M), Osq¢ is an invariant functionals
since 00 = 0. If we evaluate such functional on [A] € [Sy], applying Stokes’
theorem, we obtain Osq¢([A4]) = 0. To encode dynamics on the space of gauge

mv van

invariant linear functionals &}, we quotient by the space £y#" of functionals
vanishing on-shell, thus obtaining the space of linear classical observables £y;:

inv

Git ={0. €& Ou([Sul) = {01}, Ew=gm. (322)
M

By construction, we have a natural pairing between the space of observables
En and the space [Sy] of on-shell Maxwell k-forms up to gauge:

En X [Su] = R, (O [A]) = Opy([A]) = O,(A) . (3.2.3)

This definition is well-posed since O, = O, + &y, [A] = A + dQF1(M),
0dA =0 and w € &}}'. On account of Proposition 3.2.1, the space of classical
observables introduced above separates on-shell Maxwell k-forms up to gauge.
Moreover, by definition, observables vanishing on all on-shell Maxwell k-forms
up to gauge are trivial. We collect this result in the next theorem.

Theorem 3.2.2. Let M be an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime
and consider k € {1, ..., m — 1}. The pairing Ey X [Sy| — R defined in
(3.2.3) is non-degenerate.

On a globally hyperbolic spacetime of finite type it is possible to have an ex-
plicit characterization of the space £)7" of functionals vanishing on-shell. This
result makes contact with the previous literature, see e.g. [SDH14, Proposition
3.3].

Proposition 3.2.3. Let M be an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime
of finite type and consider k € {1, ..., m — 1}. Let O, € EX be a gauge
mvariant linear functional. Then O, lies in EX7" if and only if there exists
p € QF(M) such that 5dp = w. In particular, under these hypotheses, Eyy =
£ 1540k (M),
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3.2. Covariant classical field theory

Proof. O, vanishes on [Sy] if w = ddp for some p € QF(M). This relies on the
fact that dd is formally self-adjoint with respect to the pairing (-, -) : QF(M) x
QF(M) — R. Therefore only the necessary condition is still to be proved.
Recalling Theorem 3.1.5, we can represent the space [Sy/] of gauge equiva-
lence classes of on-shell Maxwell k-forms via the map induced on the quotient
QF S(M)/6dQF s(M) by the causal propagator G for the Hodge-d’Alembert
differential operator [J acting on k-forms over M. This fact, together with
formal antiself-adjointness of G, entails that the condition O, ([Sy]) = {0} on
O, € EM translates into the following:

(Gwan)zov VU€Q§C5(M)-

If we temporarily consider only 1 € §QFEF (M), by Stokes’ theorem we deduce
dGw = 0, hence Gw defines a cohomology class with spacelike compact sup-
port [Gw] € HE (M), see Subsection 2.2.2. Since in the condition displayed
above only coclosed forms with timelike compact support appear in the second
argument of the pairing, we deduce

([Gw], [n])s = 0, ¥ [n] € Hies(M),

where the pairing (-,-); : HE (M) x HE ;(M) — R is defined in (2.2.28).
Recalling that M is of finite type, Theorem 2.2.20 ensures non-degeneracy of
this pairing. We deduce that [Gw] = 0 € HE (M), therefore there exists
6 € QE-1(M) such that d§ = Gw. w being coclosed, the identity ddf = 0
follows. For k > 2, Lemma 3.1.2 and Lemma 3.1.4, together with Remark
3.1.7, provide ¢ € QF1(M) and x € QF2(M) such that Gy + dx = 6. For
k =1, 00 = ddf = 0, therefore one finds ¢ € CX(M) such that Gip = 6.
In both cases one deduces the identity GGdiy = df = Gw, where 1) is coclosed.
Therefore one can find p € QF(M) such that Op = w — dip. Acting with § on
both sides of the last identity, we obtain [Jdp = —ddy = —[) on account of w
and 1) being coclosed, whence dp = —1) via Theorem 2.2.23. This allows us to
conclude that éddp = Up —ddp = Up + dyp = w, thus completing the proof. [

We can endow the space of observables &), for Maxwell k-forms over M
with a presymplectic structure defined in terms of the causal propagator G for
the Hodge-d’Alembert operator [J. This choice can be motivated exploiting
Peierls” method, cfr. [SDH14, Subsection 3.2] or [Pei52] and [Haa96, Section
I.4] for a presentation of this procedure in a broader context.

Definition 3.2.4. A presymplectic vector space (V, o) consists in the assign-
ment of a vector space V endowed with a presymplectic form o : V xV — R,
namely a (possibly degenerate) anti-symmetric bilinear form on V. A presym-
plectic linear map L between the presymplectic spaces (V,o) and (W, 7) is
a linear map L : V — W preserving the presymplectic structures, namely
To (L x L) = 0. The category of presymplectic vector spaces PSymV has
presymplectic vector spaces as objects and presymplectic linear maps as mor-
phisms.
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3. Maxwell k-forms

Proposition 3.2.5. Let M be an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime
and consider k € {1, ..., m—1}. Denote with G the causal propagator for the
Hodge-d’Alembert operator 3 on M, see Subsection 2.2.3. The anti-symmetric
bilinear map

T ENY X ENV SR, (04, 04) — (w, Gu')

defined via the pairing (-, -) between k-forms with compact overlapping support,
see (2.2.3), induces a presymplectic form 1y : Eyp X Eyy — R on the quotient
Ev =& /ENT

Proof. The map 7, is clearly well-defined and bilinear. Anti-symmetry follows
from (-, -) being symmetric and G being formally antiself-adjoint with respect
to (-, ), see (2.2.29). More explicitly, given O,,, O,, € EXV, we get the following
chain of identities:

(w,GW") = (G, w) = — (W', Gw) .

Because of anti-symmetry, to conclude the proof it is enough to check that
(09, O,) = 0 for Oy € £33 and O, € £V, Since per assumption w €
QF (M), the intertwining properties of Proposition 2.2.25 ensure that ddGw =
UOGw — dGéw = 0, that is to say Gw € Sy;. Therefore, by definition, we have

(O, Oy) = (0,Gw) = Op(Gw) =0,

thus showing that 75, induces a presymplectic form 7,; on the quotient space
Enr- m

The last proposition provides a presymplectic form 7,; on the space of lin-
ear classical observables &), for on-shell Maxwell k-forms up to gauge. It seems
natural to ask whether the presymplectic form introduced above is actually de-
generate. This information turns out to be particularly relevant for the analysis
of the functorial behavior of the model we are developing. Specifically, locality
(in the sense of [BFV03, Definition 2.1]) requires that causal embeddings give
rise to injective morphisms at the field theoretical level. This fact would be au-
tomatic if (Eyr, Tar) were a symplectic vector space for each globally hyperbolic
spacetime M and the maps induced at the level of observables by causal em-
beddings preserved the symplectic structures, see the subsequent Proposition
3.2.12. However, we will see that degeneracies of the presymplectic form occur
for Maxwell k-forms on globally hyperbolic spacetimes with suitable spacetime
topologies. The next proposition provides a characterization of the null space
of the presymplectic form and the subsequent example will present a globally
hyperbolic spacetime where the null space is non-trivial.

Proposition 3.2.6. Let M be an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime
and consider k € {1,...,m — 1}. The null space Ny of the symplectic form
v has the following explicit expression:

N ={Op) € Enr + w € 5(QETH (M) NdQL (M)},
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In particular, if M has compact Cauchy hypersurfaces, Ny is trivial and Ty
18 symplectic.

Proof. We show the inclusion D first. Consider w € §(QFH(M) N dQE (M)).
This means there exists n € QF (M) such that dn € Q¥1(M) and §dn = w. In
particular, we note that Gw = GUn — Gdon = —dGon. For any O, € En,

(O, Oy) = (W', Gw) = — (W', dGon) = —(6w',Gon) =0,

where we exploited the fact that w’ is coclosed for the last equality. This shows
that O[w] € Ny

For the inclusion C, consider Oy, € &y such that 73/ (O, Op) = 0 for
each O, € &y. Choosing a representative O, € E for Oy, this condi-
tion translates into (w', Gw) = 0 for each w’' € QFs(M). Consider first only
W' € JQFFTL(M). Stokes’ theorem entails that dGw = 0, meaning that we can
consider the cohomology class [Gw] € HE(M). We can now reinterpret our
assumption by saying that s(-, [Gw]) = 0 in (H¥;(M))*, see (2.2.11) for the de-
finition of s(-,-) : H*5(M) x H%(M) — R. According to Remark 2.2.8, the map
HE(M) — (HFs(M))* induced by this pairing is an isomorphism. Therefore
[Gw] = 0 in HE(M), hence there exists y € Q*~1(M) such that dy = Gw. Since
O, € EW. dw = 0 and hence ddx = 0 as well. For k > 2, applying Theorem
3.1.5 to [x] € Su (note that the degree is k — 1), there exist o € QF (M) and
B € QF2(M) such that Ga+dB = x. For k = 1, we have [y = ddy = 0, there-
fore there exists a € C2(M) such that Ga = x. In both cases one concludes
that Gda = dGa = dy = Guw for a suitable a € QF'(M). The exact sequence
in Theorem 2.2.24 ensures the existence of n € QF (M) such that On = w—da.
In particular, (Jén = —dda = —Oa, whence én = —a. This identity implies
that édn = On — don = On + da = w. Furthermore, Odn = ddédn = dw,
hence, by the properties of the retarded/advanced Green operator G* for [J,
we conclude dn = G*dw. Note that the identity holds true for both G* and
G~, meaning that the support of dn is contained in the intersection of the
causal future and the causal past of supp(w). Being a closed subset both of a
past spacelike compact set and of a future spacelike compact one, we deduce
that supp(dn) is compact. Therefore w = ddn € §(QFFL(M) N dQE (M)).

The second part of the statement follows from the observation that time-
like compact sets are also compact whenever M admits a compact Cauchy
hypersurface. O

The subsequent example exhibits a class of globally hyperbolic spacetimes
where the presymplectic form has a non-trivial null space.

Example 3.2.7 (Non-trivial null space). This example is a slight modifica-
tion of [SDH14, Example 3.7]. Let m > 2 and k£ € {1,...,m — 1}. We
consider an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime M with Cauchy hy-
persurface diffeomorphic to R¥ x T™ %=1 Points in M are denoted by tuples

(20 2t . 2k P ™). We consider a function a € C2°(R) such that
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Jga(r)dr = 1 and we define b € C®(R) such that b(s) = [ a(r)dr. For
each i € {0,...,k}, we set a; = 2" (a ds); moreover we set 8 = z'"b. We can
introduce § = ag Aoy A+ - Aay € QP (M) and n = BagAag A Aoy, € QF (M),
We observe that [0] € H¥t' (M) is non-trivial. In fact, for k € {1,...,m — 2},
and denoting with u; = ¢/ * 11 the pull-back to M of the volume form p on T
(normalized to 1), we can consider v = pipy1 A+ Apiy—1. Since du = 0, we can
consider the cohomology class [v] € HT™**(M). One can explicitly evaluate
the Poincaré pairing between [f] and [v], see (2.2.11):

(6.0 = [ onv - (/()d) (/u)m _

For k =m — 1, we simply have

In particular, this shows that [¢] € H¥''(M) is non-trivial. Furthermore,
noting that d3 = —oy, we deduce dn = 6. Therefore Oy, € Ny, for w = 66. To
show that Ny is actually non-trivial, we still have to prove that O,, € EIV\Ex.
Recalling Proposition 3.2.3 and noting that M is of finite type, it is sufficient
to show that w € QF;(M) \ 6dQF(M). In fact, assuming by contradiction,
that there exists p € QF(M) such that ddp = w, we get the following chain of
identities:
Udp = dédp = dw = dod = 104,

which implies dp = 6, contradicting the fact that [0] € H*1*(M) is non-trivial.

Now we would like to understand whether the assignment of the presym-
plectic space (a7, Tar) to each globally hyperbolic spacetime M behaves func-
torially.

Theorem 3.2.8. Let m > 2 and k € {1, ..., m — 1}. Consider two m-
dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetimes M and N. Given a causal em-
bedding f : M — N, the push-forward f. : Q¥(M) — QF(N) induces a
presymplectic linear map PSV(f) between the presymplectic spaces (Epr, Tar)
and (En,7n). Furthermore, by setting SPSV(M) = (Enr,Tas) for each m-
dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime, we get a covariant functor PSY :

GHyp — PSymV.

Proof. Given O, € £, we check that Oy, lies in EX¥. In fact, f*(Gy) C Gur
since f*dy = dj;f*. Furthermore, by a change of variables in the integral, for
each a € Q%(M) and each 8 € QF(N), we have (f.a, 8)x = (o, f*B)n, where
the subscripts are used to distinguish the pairing over M from the one over N.
Therefore

Ot,u(Gn) = (few, Gn)n = (W, f(Gn))mr € (w,Gn)m = {0},
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thus showing that Oy, is invariant. Consider now Oy € &7". Since also
f*on = op f*, we have the inclusion f*Sy C Sy;. By the same argument as
above, we obtain

Os,.0(Sn) = (f0,Sn)n = (0, f*(Sn))m € (0, Sm) = {0},

thus showing that Oy, ¢ vanishes on Sy. Summing up, we can conclude that
[ QF(M) — QF(N) induces a linear map BSV(f) : Exr — En.

In order to check that PSV(f) : Exy — En preserves the presymplectic
structures, we take O, O € €y and perform the following computation:

(f*w>GNf*w/)N = (w7f*GNf*w/)M = (wa GMWI)M>

where we used the identity f*Gxf. = Gy, which holds true on QF(M) on
account of Proposition 2.2.28. This shows that ‘PSY(f)*7n = 7ar, whence
PSB(f) : (Enr, 7ar) — (En, Tv) is a presymplectic linear map.

Since PSY(f) is defined via the push-forward f, : QF(M) — QF(N) along
f, BSY inherits its functorial properties from the covariant functor ().
This concludes the proof. O

We now analyze certain properties of the covariant functor B&YU : GHyp —
PSymV to make contact with the formulation of field theory on curved space-
times proposed in [BFV03, Definition 2.1].

Theorem 3.2.9. Let m > 2 and k € {1, ..., m — 1}. The covariant func-
tor P&SY : GHyp — PSymV fulfils the causality property: Consider the m-
dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetimes M, My and N. Furthermore, sup-
pose that f : My — N and h : My — N are causal embeddings with causally
disjoint images in N, namely f(M;) N Jy(h(Ms)) = 0. Then

™~ (BESV(f)En,, BSV(h)Ens,) = {0} .
Proof. Let Oy, € &y, and Oy, € Enr,. By definition we have

TO(mgg‘U(f)O[wl]’ sBem(h)(,)[wz]) = (f*wla GNh*WQ)N .

The inclusion supp(Gyh.ws) C Jy(h(Ms)) follows from the properties of the
causal propagator Gy. Per hypothesis supp(fiwi) C f(M;) does not meet
Jn(h(My)). Therefore the right-hand-side of the last equation vanishes, thus
concluding the proof. O

To prove the next theorem, namely the time-slice axiom for the functor
PSY, we need a preliminary result.

Lemma 3.2.10. Let M be an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime and
consider k € {1,...,m — 1}. Furthermore, assume that a partition of unity
{X+,x_} with supp(x+) past/future compact is given. Given w € QFs(M),
there exists £ € QF;(M) with support inside supp(x+) Nsupp(x_) such that
w—¢& € 5dOF(M). Furthermore, if £ satisfies the same condition, then & —¢ €
6dQE (M) is supported inside supp(x ) Nsupp(x_).
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3. Maxwell k-forms

Proof. First, recall that éw = 0 and OGw = 0, therefore 0dGw = 0. It follows
that 0d(x+Gw) = —dd(x-Gw), whence £ = dd(x;+Gw) has compact support.
In fact, we have the inclusion

supp(§) € Jau(supp(w)) N supp(x+) N supp(x-)

showing that the right-hand-side is compact being the intersection of a space-
like compact, a past compact and a future compact set. The subsequent com-
putation shows that w — & has the desired properties:

w—£§&=0dG"w — 6d(x GTw) + dd(x G w) = ddn.

Note that in the first equality we exploited the identity ddGTw = w and the
definition of G, while in the second equality we used the partition of unity
{x+, x_} to introduce n = x_Gtw + x4 G~ w. It turns out that n has compact
support in N since

supp(n) € (J3 (supp(w)) Nsupp(x—)) U (Jy (supp(w)) Nsupp(x+))

is the union of two compact sets, the first being the intersection between a
past spacelike compact and a future compact set, while the second being the
intersection between a future spacelike compact and a past compact set.

The second part of the statement follows immediately from the first. [

Theorem 3.2.11. Let m > 2 and k € {1, ..., m — 1}. The covariant func-
tor PSY : GHyp — PSymV fulfils the time-slice axiom: Consider the m-
dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetimes M and N. Furthermore, assume
that f : M — N is a Cauchy morphism. Then PSUB(f) : PSV(M) —
PSY(N) is an isomorphism.

Proof. First of all, note that each causal embedding f : M — N can be fac-
tored into an isomorphism M — f(M) and an inclusion f(M) — N according
to the diagram below:

M —= f(M)

N

N

Note that the one above is a commutative diagram in the category GHyp.
In particular, f(M) is a globally hyperbolic spacetime in its own right since
f is a causal embedding. Being a functor, P&SY turns isomorphisms into
isomorphisms, therefore it remains only to check that, under our assumptions,
the inclusion f(M) — N gives rise to an isomorphism via PE&SU.

Since f is a Cauchy morphism, f(M) is an open neighborhood of a Cauchy
hypersurface of N. In particular, we can find Cauchy hypersurfaces >, and
¥._ for N which lie inside f(M) and such that ¥ NJy(X_) = 0. This enables
us to choose a partition of unity {x.,x_} subordinated to the open cover
[I5(22). I5(S4)} of N.
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3.2. Covariant classical field theory

To simplify the notation, we set O = f(M) C N and we keep the inclusion
map implicit. Assume O}, € &y is given and choose a representative O, €
EW. Applying Lemma 3.2.10, we find O, € £3Y such that O, — O¢ € E™
(see the comment before (3.2.2)) and moreover, if Oy does the job too, then
O¢ — O lies in EX" N EZY. Furthermore, if we assume O, € EX™, this implies
O¢ € EXNELY as well. Summing up, if we were able to show that EXF"NELY =

EG™, then our procedure would define a linear map K : Ex — &p.

Let Oy € £ N ELY and consider [A] € Sp. Lemma 3.1.6 provides o €
QF <(O) supported in J§(X_) N Jy(X4) such that [Ga] = [4] € So (here
G denotes the causal propagator for O on O). Being supported between the
Cauchy hypersurfaces ¥, and ¥_, o can be extended by zero to a k-form
with timelike compact support on the whole N. In particular, we can consider
[Ga] € [Sy] (here G denotes the causal propagator for [J on N) and conclude
that this restricts to [A] € [Sp]. Since Oy € EZY, it can be evaluated on [A] €
So. Since the outcome of this evaluation is expressed in term of an integral over
O of an m-form with compact support inside O, we can equivalently perform
this integral over N.

O4([A]) = Op([Gal) = (0, Ga)o = (0, Ga)n = Oy([Gal)

where [Ga] € [Sy] appears after the last equality, while its restriction to O

van

appears after the first one. Since Oy € X", the identity above allows us to
conclude that Oy([A]) = Op(|Ga]) = 0, namely Op € EF". The inclusion
EXm C EXm N EJY is trivial because each element in [Sy] restricts to one in
[So], therefore we conclude that the following linear map is well-defined by the
procedure presented above:

K:Ev — &0, O[w]%o[ﬂ.

To conclude the proof it remains only to check that K is the inverse of
the presymplectic linear map L obtained via the functor P&SY applied to the
inclusion map of O in N. Let Oy € £. LOjg € &y is obtained simply
choosing a representative O € E5Y and extending it by zero to the whole N.
Since per construction LOj) admits a representative whose restriction to O
coincides with Oy € &5Y, to represent KLOj € £ we can again consider
O¢ € €5V, meaning that KLOg = Ojg. Conversely, consider O, € Ey. Once
a representative O,, € £V has been chosen, by the argument presented above
it is possible to find O € £3" such that O, — O¢ € Ex". This defines KOy, =
Olg € Eo. As above, we can evaluate LK Oy, € Ex choosing a representative
of KOy, € & and extending it by zero to the whole N. O¢ € £3" is indeed
such a representative and moreover, by construction, its extension differs from
O, by an element in E", therefore LKO(,) = O},). This shows that L is

indeed an isomorphism in PSymV. O]
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3. Maxwell k-forms

3.2.1 Failure of locality

Here we discuss the locality property, as stated in [BF'V03, Definition 2.1], in
the case of Maxwell k-forms, namely the requirement that causal embeddings
should induce injective morphisms via PSSV : GHyp — PSymV. As antici-
pated, we show first that this would be the case if PB&Y : GHyp — PSymV
were valued in the full subcategory of symplectic vector spaces. However, we
have already exhibited examples where this does not happen, cfr. Example
3.2.7. We prove also that the kernel of a presymplectic map is always a sub-
space of the null space of its domain. This is indeed the reason why we look
for a non-trivial element of the null space in order to explicitly show in the
subsequent example a causal embedding which induces a morphism in PSymV
with a non-trivial kernel.

Proposition 3.2.12. Let (V,0) and (W, 1) be presymplectic vector spaces and
consider a presymplectic linear map L : (V,o0) — (W, 7). Then ker(L) is a
vector subspace of the null space of o. In particular, if o is non-degenerate,
namely (V, o) is actually symplectic, then L is injective.

Proof. The first part of the statement follows from the fact that L preserves
the presymplectic forms. Let v € ker(L). Then, o(v,v") = 7(Lv, Lv") = 0 for
each v € V. This means that v lies in the null space of o.

The second part of the statement follows from the extra assumption of
non-degeneracy. In fact, under this hypothesis the null space of ¢ is trivial,
therefore its subspace ker(L) must be trivial as well. O

In the example below we show that for Maxwell k-forms there are causal
embeddings giving rise to presymplectic linear maps with a non-trivial kernel.

Example 3.2.13 (Non-injective presymplectic maps from causal embeddings).
This example is similar to the one in [BSS14, Example 6.9]. Let m > 3 and con-
sider k € {1,...,m—2}. As a starting point, consider an m-dimensional glob-
ally hyperbolic spacetime N with Cauchy hypersurface ¥/ = RF! x Tm—F=2,
Exploiting Theorem 2.1.7, N is foliated as R x ¥’ therefore we can introduce
the projection ¢t : N — R on the first factor such that ¥’ is the locus ¢ = 0 in V,
Y = {0} x RFFLx Tm=k=2 Consider ¥ = {0} x R¥~! x (R?\ {0}) x T™*=2 C
and define M to be the Cauchy development of ¥ in N. M turns out to be
a globally hyperbolic spacetime causally embedded in N, see [BGP07, Lemma
A.5.9]. We note that R?\ {0} is diffeomorphic to R x T. Since ¥ is per con-
struction a Cauchy hypersurface for M, by Theorem 2.1.7 M admits a foliation
RxRF1x (RxT)x T %2 = RxRFxT™ %1 Therefore we can apply to M
the construction of Example 3.2.7 to exhibit a non-trivial element O, € Ny,.
Under the causal embedding M C N, this observable is simply extended by
zero. Since per construction w € §QFI (M), after the extension w € 6QF (V).
Note that H*{'(N) =~ {0}, hence Q¥ (N) = dQ¥(N) and therefore O, € £,
This shows that the presymplectic linear map obtained applying the functor
PBSY to the causal embedding M C N is not injective.
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3.2. Covariant classical field theory

For m > 2 and k = m — 1, we take an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic
spacetime N with Cauchy hypersurface ¥ = R™ 1. By the usual foliation,
Y/ is seen as the ¢t = 0 hypersurface in N, namely ¥’ = {0} x R™"'. We
consider ¥ = {0} x R™72 x (R!\ {0}) C ¥’ and we note that it is made of two
disconnected components >; and Yo, therefore M = M;LM,;, which is obtained
as the Cauchy development of ¥ in N, is made of two disconnected components
as well. Let us consider 0; € Q7 (M;) such that fMi 0; = (—1)", i € {1,2}. We
define 6 € Q'(M) by setting 0 = 6; on M;, i € {1,2}. Applying Theorem
2.2.15 to M, we deduce H™ (M) ~ H7 '(X) ~ {0}, ¥ being the disjoint
union of two manifolds diffeomorphic to R™ 'with m > 2. This means that
0 € QM(M)NAQE (M), therefore w = 6 defines Oy, € Ny Per construction,
0] € H (M) is non-trivial. In fact, H, (M) ~ H?,(M;) & HIY(Ms), M, and
M, being the two disconnected components of M, and neither [6,] € H (M)
nor [f2] € HI4(Ms) are trivial, since their integrals do not vanish. By the
argument given in the last part of Example 3.2.7, this fact implies O}, € Ny
is non-trivial. Also in this case the inclusion M C N is a causal embedding,
see [BGP07, Lemma A.5.9]. Now we show that the presymplectic linear map
obtained applying the functor PESY to the causal embedding M C N is not
injective. In fact, the extension by zero of 6 to N has vanishing integral,

N M My Ma

meaning that ([0], [1]) = 0, where [#] € H74(N) denotes the cohomology class
of the extension by zero of § and [1] € H(NV) is a generator of H}(N) ~ R,
N being connected. Since the pairing (-,-) : H™(N) x H}(M) — R is non-
degenerate (cfr. Theorem 2.2.7, keeping in mind that N is of finite type), it
follows that [f] € H(N) is trivial. Therefore, mapping Oy, € Ny to N gives
an element in £, thus showing that the presymplectic linear map obtained
applying the functor PE&SY to the causal embedding M C N is not injective.

Theorem 3.2.14. Let m > 2 and k € {1,...,m — 1}. The covariant functor
PGSV : GHyp — PSymV wiolates the locality property according to [BFV03,
Definition 2.1], namely there ezists a causal embedding f such that PSV(f)
has non-trivial kernel.

Proof. Example 3.2.13 exhibits a causal embedding such that the presymplec-
tic map induced by BSY has non-trivial kernel (consider the first part of
the example for m > 3, k € {1,...,m — 2} and the second for m > 2,
k=m—1). O

Remark 3.2.15. The last theorem exhibits the violation of locality of the
functor PSY. In particular, it shows that, for m > 3, k € {1,...,m — 2},
the violation of locality occurs even in the full subcategory of GHyp whose
objects are connected globally hyperbolic spacetimes. Note that this includes
the most prominent physical situation, namely the vector potential of free
electromagnetism over four-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetimes, that
ism=4and k=1.
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Example 3.2.13 shows a quite explicit violation of the locality property.
The idea used to produce such violation is the fact that causal embeddings
do not always preserve compactly supported cohomology groups. In fact, we
are going to show that, for k& € {1,...,m — 1}, the failure of injectivity of
PSU(f) : PEV(M) — PSY(N), f : M — N being a causal embedding
between m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetimes, can be traced back to
the failure of injectivity of the push-forward H¥'(f) : H¥PH(M) — HEPH(N)
for the compactly supported de Rham (k 4 1)-th cohomology group.

The next lemma shows that, for k € {1,...,m—1}, the cohomology functor
H+1(4) is naturally included in the covariant functor SBSY.

Lemma 3.2.16. Let m > 2 and k € {1,...,m — 1}. On an m-dimensional
globally hyperbolic spacetime M, consider the presymplectic linear map

A HEPY(M) — BEB(M), 0] — [06],

where Hffgl(M ) is regarded as a presymplectic space endowed with the trivial
presymplectic structure. A : H’C“jirl() — P&V defines a natural transformation
between covariant functors taking values in the category PSymV of presym-
plectic vector spaces, which is injective when restricted to the full subcategory
GHypF of m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetimes of finite type.

Proof. First of all, note that A : H¥['(M) — P&SV(M) is well-defined. This
follows from the fact that § : Q¥ (M) — QF(M) maps dQF(M) to §dQF(M).
Furthermore, § : H¥[*(M) — SBSUV(M) preserves the presymplectic struc-
tures. In fact, for each 6,17 € QF (M), 74,([00], [6n]) = 0. The fact that ¢ :
QFF1(.) — QF(.) is a natural transformation entails that A : H*{'(-) — PSY
is such as well. It remains only to check that, for each m-dimensional globally
hyperbolic spacetime M, A : H*1'(M) — PSV(M) is injective. Consider
0 € QF1(M) and, recalling Proposition 3.2.3, suppose there exists n € QF(M)
such that ddn = d6. Applying d on both sides and keeping in mind that df = 0,
we get [ddnp = JA. Since both n and 6 have compact supports, we conclude
that 6§ = dn. Therefore A : H¥ ' (M) — P&SV(M) is injective as claimed. [

Theorem 3.2.17. Let m > 2 and k € {1,...,m — 1}. Consider a causal
embedding f : M — N between m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetimes
of finite type. Then PSV(f) : PSV(M) — PSWV(N) is injective if and only
if HYEH(F) - HEEY (M) — HEPY(N) s ingective too.

Proof. According to Lemma 3.2.16, a causal embedding f : M — N induces
the commutative diagram

Hk+1
e () — gk ()

Al lA
PEV(M) - PSV(N)
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where the vertical arrows are injective since M and N are of finite type. Clearly,
if PSY(f) is injective, also H*T(f) is such. For the converse, suppose that
H'jgl (f) is injective. Note that the null space Ny, of the presymplectic form 7,
is a subspace of A(H*{'(M)), cfr. Proposition 3.2.6. From the diagram above
we deduce that the only element shared by ker(P&SL(f)) and A(HFH (M) is
zero. However, according to Proposition 3.2.12, ker(BSY(f)) is a subspace of
N We deduce that PBSU(f) is injective. O

One might wonder whether it is possible to recover locality by taking quo-
tients in a suitable sense. We will show that this is not the case. Let us first
define what we mean by a suitable quotient of a covariant functor taking values
in PSymV.

Definition 3.2.18. Let C be a category and consider a covariant functor § :
C — PSymV. A covariant functor & : C — PSymV is a subfunctor of § if the
following conditions are fulfilled:

1. For each object ¢ of the category C, &(c) is a presymplectic vector sub-
space of §(c);

2. For each morphism 7 : ¢ — d in the category C, &(v) : S(c) — &(d) is
the restriction to &(c) of F(v) : §(c) — F(d).

A quotientable subfunctor Q : C — PSymV of the covariant functor § : C —
PSymV is a subfunctor such that, for each object ¢ of the category C, Q(c) is
a presymplectic vector subspace of the null space of §(c).

For m > 2 and k € {1,...,m — 1}, Lemma 3.2.16 shows that H*}!(.) :
GHyp — PSymV is a subfunctor of B&Y : GHyp — PSymV. However, this
is not quotientable since there exist m-dimensional globally hyperbolic space-
times M for which Q1 (M) N dQE (M) # dQF (M), see Example 3.2.7.

Once a quotientable subfunctor is given, it is possible to perform quotients
at the level of functors. The next proposition makes this statement precise.

Proposition 3.2.19. Let C be a category and consider a covariant functor § :
C — PSymV. Furthermore, let Q : C — PSymV be a quotientable subfunctor
of §. To each object ¢ in C assign the object F/Q(c) = §(c)/Q(c) in PSymV.
Furthermore, to each morphism ~ : ¢ — d in C assign the morphism §/Q(7) :
§/Q(c) — §/9(d) in PSymV induced by F(v) : F(c) — F(d). Then F/Q :
C — PSymV is a covariant functor, called quotient functor of § by Q.

Proof. By Definition 3.2.18, for each object ¢ in C, Q(c) is a presymplectic
vector subspace of the null space of §(c). Therefore the quotient of the vector
space underlying §(c) by the vector space underlying £(c¢) can be endowed
with the presymplectic structure which is consistently induced from the one of
§(c). This defines §/Q(c) as an object in PSymV.

Furthermore, 9 being a subfunctor of §, given a morphism v : ¢ — d in
C, we know that Q(v) : Q(c¢) — Q(d) is the restriction to Q(c) of F(v) :
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§(c) — §(d). Furthermore, Q(d) is a subspace of the null space of §(d). This
entails that F(v) descends to the quotients, thus providing a presymplectic
map §/9(7) : §/2(c) - §/2(d).

§/9Q inherits all its functorial properties from § and therefore it is a co-
variant functor as expected. O

The forthcoming example is a very explicit construction involving two
causal embeddings having the same globally hyperbolic spacetime M as source.
These embeddings are such that there is an element in the null space of
PGSY(M) which lies in the kernel of one of the induced presymplectic lin-
ear maps and which is mapped out of the null space of the target by the other
induced presymplectic linear map. This provides the counterexample to show
that there are no quotientable subfunctors of BG&Y which implement injec-
tivity at the level of morphisms. Therefore recovering locality in the sense
of [BFV03, Definition 2.1] is not possible.

Example 3.2.20. Let m > 3 and k& € {1,...,m — 2}. Consider the m-
dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime N defined as follows:

1. The underlying manifold is R x T™ ! and its points are denoted by m-
tuples (¢,0%,...,0m1);
m—1

2. The metric is given by gy = —dt* + Y7 46",

3. The orientation is specified by dt A /\:i_ll dé?, while the time-orientation
is specified by the vector field 0;.

Furthermore, consider the m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime O
defined by the following data:

1. The underlying manifold is R x R¥*! x T™~*=2 and its points are denoted
by m_tuples <t7 y17 s >yk+17 nk+2; e 777m_1>;

2. The metric is given by

k—1 m—1
go = —dt* + Z dyi2 + a(r?) (dka + dyk+12> + B(r?)dr? + Z dnj2 :
i=1 j=k+2

where r = r(y*, ") = (y¥° + )2 and a, 8 € C(R) are functions
taking values in the interval [0, 1] such that, for £ < 1, a(§) = 1 and
5(€) = 0, while, for £ > 4, a(¢) = £ and §(€) = 1— £,

3. The orientation is specified by dt A /\f;rll dy' A /\;n;kl+2 dn’, while the time-
orientation is specified by the vector field 0;.

Note that, in the region r > 2 and using the coordinates specified above, go
has the same formal expression as gy. This feature plays a central role in

90



3.2. Covariant classical field theory

order to show that the m-dimensional globally spacetime M defined below is
causally embedded in both N and O.

Consider now the acausal hypersurface ¥ = {0} x I¥ x T™~*~1 of N, where
I € T is an arbitrary open interval of (0,27). Define the m-dimensional
globally hyperbolic spacetime M to be the Cauchy development of ¥ in N
endowed with the induced metric gy; = gn |, orientation and time-orientation.
As a byproduct of this procedure, we obtain a causal embedding f : M — N.

We would like to causally embed M in O too. Exploiting the fact that
M C N as sets, we represent points of M using the coordinates for V. Keeping
this in mind, we introduce the following embedding:

h:M—O, (t, 04 . ..,0™ Y (¢, 0% ..., 05 of T grr2 gty

where y* = (6 + 2) cos(0¥+1) and y*1 = (6% + 2) sin(6*1). Per construction,
the image of h lies in the region of O where gp has the same formal expression
as gy. Since the metric g); on M is nothing but the restriction of the metric
gy and one can check that h preserves both the orientation and the time-
orientation, h turns out to be a causal embedding.

The topology being the same, barring minor modifications, we can apply
Example 3.2.7 to M to exhibit a non-trivial element Oy, € Ny In fact,
it is enough to take a € C(R) to be supported inside the interval I, now
interpreted as a subset of R. Since H'}{'(O) = {0}, O, lies in the kernel of
PSYV(h), see Example 3.2.13 and Lemma 3.2.16.

Note that N has a compact Cauchy hypersurface, therefore, according to
Proposition 3.2.6, the null space My of the presymplectic form on N is trivial.
This observation entails that either PSU(f) annihilates O, or PSV(f)Opy
is an element of &y which lies outside of the null space My. In fact, the
argument which shows that Oy, is non-trivial in £y, implies that same is true
for P&V (f)O, in Ey. This is already enough to conclude that PSV(f)Oy,
lies outside of Ny = {0}.

Let now m > 2 and £ = m — 1. Consider the m-dimensional globally
hyperbolic spacetime N defined as follows:

1. The underlying manifold is R x T™ 2 x (T U T), where LI denotes the
disjoint union of manifolds. Points of this manifold are specified by (m +
1)-tuples (¢,60',...,0m2 j,0™ 1) where j € {0,1} specifies to which
disconnected component a given point belongs;

2. On both components the metric is given by gy = —dt? + S 7' doi*:
m—1

3. On both components the orientation is specified by dt A A" d6’, while
the time-orientation is specified by the vector field 0,.

Furthermore, consider the m-dimensional Minkowski spacetime O:

1. The underlying manifold is R x R™~! and points of this manifold are
specified by m-tuples (¢, 2!, ..., 2™1);

9
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2. The metric is given by go = —dt? + Z?;l dxﬂ;

3. The orientation is specified by dt A /\Z':l1 da?, while the time-orientation
is specified by the vector field 0.

Consider now the acausal hypersurface ¥ = {0} x ™2 x (I UI) of N,
where I C T is an arbitrary open interval of (0,27). Define the m-dimensional
globally hyperbolic spacetime M to be the Cauchy development of ¥ in N
endowed with the induced metric gy = gn/|u, orientation and time-orientation.
As a byproduct of this procedure, we obtain a causal embedding f : M — N.

To embed M in O we proceed as follows. As in the previous case, we keep
in mind the inclusion of M into N as sets and we adopt the coordinates for N
to specify points of M. Then we introduce the following embedding:

hiM—O (0", ..., 0m2 5, 0™ Y — (¢, 0", 62, ..., 0™ 2% 21j + 0™ 1),

This is clearly a causal embedding of the 2-component globally hyperbolic
spacetime M into O, which is performed in such a way that the image of M
is made of two causally disjoint regions of O.

We can exploit Example 3.2.13 to exhibit a non-trivial element O, in Ny
which is annihilated by PS&SU(h). As before, by Proposition 3.2.6, Ny is trivial
since its Cauchy hypersurface is compact. Therefore, if PEU(f)Op, # 0 in
En, then PESY(f)Oy, lies outside Ny. This is indeed the case for the very
same reason which ensures that Oy, # 0 in &y. In fact, one can also check
that H?,(f) : H (M) — HZ,(N) is injective (actually this is an isomorphism)
and then apply Lemma 3.2.16.

Theorem 3.2.21. Let m > 2 and k € {1,...,m — 1}. The covariant functor
PBSY : GHyp — PSymV has no quotientable subfunctor Q : GHyp — PSymV
which recovers the locality property of [BFV0S3, Definition 2.1], namely such

that PSBV/Q(f) is injective for each causal embedding f.

Proof. Let m > 2 and k € {1,...,m — 1}. By contradiction, suppose Q :
GHyp — PSymV is a quotientable subfunctor of B&*U : GHyp — PSymV such
that locality is recovered taking the quotient by Q. According to Example
3.2.20 (consider the first part of the example for m > 3, k € {1,...,m — 2}
and the second for m > 2, k = m — 1), we have a diagram in GHyp of the form

NXM/O

and a non-trivial element Oy, of P&V (M) which is annihilated by PBSU(h).
Since the quotient by Q has to recover injectivity, Oy, has to lie in Q(M).
However, by Definition 3.2.18, Q(f) is the restriction of PSYV(f) to Q(M).
In particular, PSU(f)O},,) must lie in Q(N). This contradicts the fact that
9 is quotientable, since we know from Example 3.2.20 that BPSU(f)Oy,,; does
not lie in the null space of PSYV(N). O
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3.2. Covariant classical field theory

Remark 3.2.22. The last theorem shows the impossibility to recover locality
by quotientable subfunctors of P&SY. In particular, it shows that, for m > 3,
k € {1,...,m — 2}, this is the case even in the full subcategory of GHyp
whose objects are connected. Note that this includes the most prominent
physical situation, namely the vector potential of free electromagnetism on
four-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetimes, m = 4 and k£ = 1.

3.2.2 Recovering isotony a la Haag-Kastler

Even though the covariant functor BG&U violates locality in the sense of
[BF'V03, Definition 2.1] and, moreover, there exists no quotientable subfunctor
which allows to recover this property, it is still possible to recover isotony in the
spirit of [HK64]. This procedure is the analogue of the one in [BDHS14, Section
6].

The idea is to fix an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime M (inter-
preted as the “universe”) and consider only its causally compatible open subsets
(interpreted as regions of the universe M), so that a unique causal embedding
into M (induced by the inclusion) is specified for each region. This ultimately
enables us to quotient out the kernels of all morphisms induced by inclusions,
therefore preserving on each region only those observables which provide some
information about Maxwell k-forms defined on the whole universe M and not
about those which exist as non-trivial field configurations only on a certain
region.

Definition 3.2.23. Let m > 2 and consider an m-dimensional globally hyper-
bolic spacetime M. We define the category GHyp,, to be the subcategory of
GHyp whose objects are causally compatible open subsets of M (often referred
to as regions of M) and whose morphisms are only those induced by inclusions,
namely there exists a morphism 1o from a region O to a region O’ if and
only if O C O’, such morphism is unique and it is specified by the inclusion.

By definition there exists only one morphism from each region O" of M
into M, namely the one induced by the inclusion O’ C M. In the language
of category theory, M is the only terminal object of GHyp,,. Furthermore,
if a morphism from O to O’ is given, then we have the chain of inclusions
O C O" C M, which is pictorially represented by the following commutative
diagram, where all arrows are simply inclusions:

M
LOV \O’N[
O—— =0

Lo o’

(3.2.4)

For m > 2 and k € {1,...,m — 1} fixed, we introduce the functor PSY :
GHyp,, — PSymV (still denoted by the same symbol with a slight abuse of no-
tation) obtained by restriction of the covariant functor P&SU : GHyp — PSymV
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3. Maxwell k-forms

to the subcategory GHyp,,. Our aim is to construct a new covariant functor
out of P&V : GHyp,;, — PSymV, which, besides causality and time-slice
axiom, satisfies isotony as well, in the sense that induced morphisms are al-
ways injective. Due to the restriction from GHyp to GHyp,,, now the class
of morphisms is very much restricted. In place of the term “locality”, which,
according to [BFV03, Definition 2.1, was always referred to the requirement
of injectivity for the presymplectic maps induced via PSU : GHyp — PSymV
by morphisms in GHyp, we adopt here the term “isotony” for the weaker re-
quirement of injectivity for presymplectic maps induced by morphisms in the
subcategory GHyp,,. This term refers to a similar property, which was origi-
nally formulated in [HK64].

Lemma 3.2.24. Let m > 2 and k € {1,...,m — 1} and consider an m-
dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime M. The following assignment defines
a quotientable subfunctor Kevyr : GHyp,; — PSymV of the covariant functor
PBSY : GHyp,;, — PSymV: To each object O in GHyp,, assign the object
Rety(0) = ker(PEV (o m)) (endowed with the trivial presymplectic structure)
in PSymV and to each morphism 1o o : O — O' in GHyp,, assign the morphism
Rety(toor) + Rerp (O) — Rery (O') in PSymV obtained as the restriction of
PEV(toor) : PEV(0) — PSB(O') to Rery (O).

Proof. Given an object O in GHyp,,, its inclusion ¢p ; in the terminal object M
of GHyp,, is given as well. Therefore it makes sense to consider the vector space
ker(PSV (1o )). By Proposition 3.2.12, this vector space is a subspace of No.
Obviously the presymplectic form of BSV(O) vanishes when restricted to No.
For this reason it is natural to define Kety(O) by endowing ker(BSU (1o r))
with the trivial presymplectic structure. Furthermore, the fact that Kery,(O)
is a subspace of the null space of the presymplectic form of PSU(O) entails
that, if RKer : GHyp,, — PSymV were a subfunctor of the covariant functor
PGSV : GHyp,, — PSymV, then it would also be quotientable.

Consider now a morphism tp o : O — O’ in GHyp,,. First of all, note that,
M being the terminal object in GHyp,,, we have also the morphisms to as, tor
in GHyp,, and these fit into the commutative diagram (3.2.4) together with
too- Applying the covariant functor B&Y : GHyp,, — PSymV, we obtain a
new commutative diagram:

PESV(M)
mem(boﬂ fn}muo, )
- ~
PEU(0) o FEU(0)

From this diagram we deduce that PSU (1o o) maps the kernel of PSV (1o ar)
to the kernel of PSSV (1o pr). This means that restricting PESEV (1o o) to the
kernel of PSV (1o ) provides a homomorphism Kety(toor) = Kery (O) —
RKer(O'), which preserves the relevant presymplectic structures since they are
trivial. Therefore we get a morphism in PSymV. In particular, since Kety, :
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3.2. Covariant classical field theory

GHyp,, — PSymV inherits its functorial behavior from BPSY : GHyp,, —
PSymV, it is a subfunctor of PSY : GHyp,, — PSymV and therefore also
quotientable by the first part of the proof. n

Theorem 3.2.25. Let m > 2 and k € {1,...,m — 1}. Consider an m-
dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime M. The covariant functor P&SU,, :
GHyp,; — PSymV defined as the quotient of SBSY : GHyp,,; — PSymV by its
quotientable subfunctor Kevy : GHyp,, — PSymV (cfr. Lemma 3.2.24) satisfies
the isotony property, namely BSYV,, assigns an injective morphism in PSymV

to each morphism in GHyp,,. Furthermore, both causality and the time-slice
axtom hold for P&W,, : GHyp,, — PSymV.

Proof. Proposition 3.2.19 and Lemma 3.2.24 ensure that P&SY,, : GHyp,, —
PSymV is a well-defined covariant functor.

For each morphism t¢ ps in GHyp,,, BSY,, (1o ar) is injective per construc-
tion. In fact, PSY,,(0) is obtained from PSY(O) exactly by taking the
quotient by Kety(O) = ker(PSY(1o ar)). For a morphism oo in GHyp,,, we
have a commutative diagram in PSymV induced from the one in (3.2.4) by the
functorial properties of ‘PS&SY,,:

s136‘17]\/[(]\4) = ‘BGQ?(M)
/ \
P&V (Lo mr) PBEV s (Lor m)

RUCRUVI(®) PSSV, (O)

P&V (Lo 0r)

We already know that PEU,,(toar) is injective. Commutativity of the dia-
gram implies that PSSV, (10 o) is injective too, thus showing that the isotony
property holds true.

Both causality and the time-slice axiom are inherited from the correspond-
ing properties of the functor PSSV : GHyp — PSymV, cfr. Theorem 3.2.9 and
Theorem 3.2.11. O

Remark 3.2.26. This procedure to recover isotony a la Haag-Kastler [HK64]
has a physical interpretation, see also [BDHS14, Section 7|. Let m > 2 and
ke {l,--- ,m—1}. For each region O of a globally hyperbolic spacetime M,
we take the quotient by exactly those observables in £» which would become
trivial in &y;. After a quotient on a space of functionals is performed, the
space upon which the elements of the resulting quotient can be evaluated is a
subspace of the original one. In the present context, this can be thought of as
a further restriction beyond the on-shell condition for Maxwell k-forms over
the region O. This restriction is such that the outcome of a “measurement”
in some region O cannot provide some information which is not available in
the whole universe M. In fact, after the quotient is performed, isotony tells us
that the resulting space of observables P&YU,,(0) associated to a region O is
nothing but a subspace of the space of observables PSY,, (M) = PESV(M)

of the whole universe M.
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3.3 Covariant quantum field theory

We now quantize the functor SB&SU : GHyp — PSymV describing observables
for Maxwell k-forms on m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetimes for m >
2 and k € {1,...,m — 1}, see Theorem 3.2.8. Quantization is performed
via the covariant functor €€R : PSymA — C*Alg introduced in Section 2.5
restricted to the category PSymV of presymplectic vector spaces. This functor
assigns a unital C*-algebra implementing Weyl relations to each presymplectic
vector space. Clearly, the resulting covariant functor 2 = CCR o PGSV
GHyp — C*Alg inherits the causality property and the time-slice axiom from
PBSY : GHyp — PSymV, cfr. Theorem 3.2.9 and Theorem 3.2.11. However,
locality fails also for 2 : GHyp — C*Alg and it is not possible to recover it taking
quotients. This follows from the analogous results for PSY : GHyp — PSymV,
see Theorem 3.2.14 and Theorem 3.2.21. Finally, one can show that isotony
in the sense of [HK64] survives quantization. In fact, fixing an m-dimensional
globally hyperbolic spacetime M, the covariant functor 2, = €CRPESY,, :
GHyp,, — C*Alg, which is the quantized counterpart of the functor introduced
in Subsection 3.2.2, inherits isotony, together with causality and the time-slice
axiom, from PSY,, : GHyp — PSymV, see Theorem 3.2.25. This is due to
the fact that €ER preserves injectivity of morphisms, cfr. Proposition 2.5.9.

Notice that, for an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime M, the
generator of 2A(M) corresponding to an element O, € PSV(M) will be de-
noted by W.

Theorem 3.3.1. Let m > 2 and k € {1, ..., m — 1}. Consider the covariant
functor BPSY : GHyp — PSymV introduced in Theorem 3.2.8 and the covariant
functor €CR : PSymV — C*Alg obtained by restricting the one in Theorem
2.5.7 to presymplectic vector spaces. The covariant functor A = CERPESY :
GHyp — C*Alg fulfils the quantum counterparts of both causality and the time-
slice axiom, namely:

Causality If f : My — N and h : My — N are causal embeddings with
causally disjoint images in N, namely such that f(My)NJy(h(Ms)) =0,
then the C*-subalgebras A(f)(A(My)) and A(h)(2A(Ms)) of the C*-algebra
A(N) commute with each other;

Time-slice axiom If f : M — N is a Cauchy morphism, then A(f) :
A(M) — 2A(N) is an isomorphism of C*-algebras.

The covariant functor 2l : GHyp — C*Alg violates locality, namely there exists a
causal embedding f : M — N such that 2A(f) : A(M) — A(N) is not injective.

Proof. 2 : GHyp — C*Alg is a covariant functor since it is defined composing
two covariant functors. Causality follows from the Weyl relations (2.5.1) and
Theorem 3.2.9. The time-slice axiom follows from €ER : PSymV — C*Alg
being a functor and Theorem 3.2.11. To exhibit a violation of locality, consider
Theorem 3.2.14. The violation at the classical level means that there exists
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3.3. Covariant quantum field theory

a causal embedding f : M — N and an element Oy, € PSW(M) such that
PSU(f)O) = 0. Consider now the corresponding generator Wy, of (M)
and the unit Wy = 1, € (M) and introduce a = 1y — Wy, € A(M).
Since PESV(f)O,y = 0, it follows by definition of €EMR, cfr. (2.5.2), that
A(f)a = 1nx — Wy = 0, namely 2(f) is not injective. O

To state the next theorem about the impossibility to recover locality by
quotients, one has to introduce first suitable notions of subfunctors and quo-
tientable subfunctors for functors taking values in the category C*Alg of unital
C*-algebras. We adopt the notions of [BDHS14, Section 5].

Definition 3.3.2. Let C be a category and consider a covariant functor § :
C — C*Alg. A covariant functor & : C — C*Alg is a subfunctor of § if the
following conditions are fulfilled:

1. For each object ¢ of the category C, &(c) is a C*-subalgebra of §(c)
(non-unital subalgebras are allowed);

2. For each morphism 7 : ¢ — d in the category C, &(v) : &(c) — S(d) is
the restriction to &(c) of F(v) : §(¢) — F(d).

A quotientable subfunctor Q : C — C*Alg of the covariant functor § : C —
C*Alg is a subfunctor such that, for each object ¢ of the category C, Q(c) is
a closed two-sided *-ideal of the C*-algebra F(c). Furthermore, a subfunctor
9 : C — C*Alg is proper if &(c) is a proper C*-subalgebra of §(c) for each
object ¢ of the category C.

The next proposition adapts to the C*-algebraic setting the one for presym-
plectic vector spaces, cfr. Proposition 3.2.19.

Proposition 3.3.3. Let C be a category and consider a covariant functor
§ : C — C*Alg. Furthermore, let Q : C — C*Alg be a proper quotientable
subfunctor of §. To each object ¢ in C assign the object F/Q(c) = F(c)/Q(c)
i C*Alg. Furthermore, to each morphism ~v : ¢ — d in C assign the morphism
§/Q() : §/Q(c) — F/Q(d) in C*Alg induced by F(v) : F(c) — F(d). Then
§/9Q : C— C*Alg is a covariant functor, called quotient functor of § by Q.

Proof. The proof is very similar to the one of Proposition 3.2.19. In fact,
one only has to replace presymplectic vector spaces with C*-algebras and null
spaces of presymplectic forms with closed two-sided *-ideals of C*-algebras. [J

Below we only consider proper quotientable subfunctors. This is done in
order to avoid the situation where, after performing the quotient, the resulting
functor gives trivial C*-algebras.

Theorem 3.3.4. Let m > 2 and k € {1,...,m — 1}. The covariant functor
A : GHyp — C*Alg has no proper quotientable subfunctor Q : GHyp — C*Alg
which recovers locality in the sense of [BFV03, Definition 2.1], namely such
that A/Q(f) is injective for each causal embedding f: M — N.
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Proof. Let m > 2 and k € {1,...,m — 1}. By contradiction, suppose £ :
GHyp — C*Alg is a quotientable subfunctor of 2 : GHyp — C*Alg such that
locality is recovered taking the quotient by . According to Theorem 3.2.21
(consider the first part of the example for m > 3, k € {1,...,m — 2} and the
second for m > 2, k =m — 1), we have a diagram in GHyp of the form

NXM/O

and a non-trivial element Oy, of PEV(M) which is annihilated by PSU(h),
but such that PSV( f) Oy, does not lie in the null space of PSYV(N). It follows
that 1), — Wy, € (M) is annihilated by 2A(h). Therefore 1, — W, must
lie in the x-ideal Q(M). In fact, per hypothesis, taking the quotient recovers
injectivity. On the other side, defining O = PSV(f)O, € PSV(N), there
exists O € PSY(N) such that 7n(Op, Opy)) ¢ 2nZ. Using Weyl relations
(2.5.1), one gets

Wig) (L = Wia)) Wigy = Ty — e O 20 Wy,
whence
Ly = Wiy = e O Wig (T = Wiwy) Wig = (1 — e O1900) 1y

is a non-zero multiple of the identity, 7 (Ojg, OL/) not being an integer multi-
ple of 27. Since we proved that 1, —W{,, lies in the *-ideal Q(M) and Q being
a subfunctor, we deduce that 1y — W\, lies Q(N). However, Q(N) is a *-ideal
because £ is quotientable by assumption. In particular, Wi_g (1nx — W) Wiy
must lie in Q(V) as well, and so does any linear combination with 1y — W/,
see in particular the left-hand-side of the equation displayed above. Yet, this
is a non-zero multiple of the identity, therefore Q(N) is a *-ideal of 2(N) con-
taining 1, whence it coincides with 2A(/V). This contradicts the hypothesis
that Q(N) is a proper *-ideal of 2A(N). O

Notice that, exactly as in the classical situation, see Remark 3.2.15 and
Remark 3.2.22; in dimension m > 3 and for any degree k € {1,...,m — 2},
for the covariant quantum field theory 20 : GHyp — C*Alg the violation of
locality and the impossibility to recover it via quotients already occurs for
m-dimensional connected globally hyperbolic spacetimes.

It remains only to show that at least isotony in the sense of Haag and
Kastler [HK64] can be lifted to the quantum theory.

Theorem 3.3.5. Let m > 2, k € {1,...,m — 1} and take an m-dimensional
globally hyperbolic spacetime M. Consider the covariant functor P&SU,, :
GHyp,; — PSymV introduced in Theorem 3.2.25. Then the covariant functor
Ay = CER o PEY,, : GHyp,, — C*Alg satisfies the isotony property, namely
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Ay assigns an injective morphism in C*Alg to each morphism in GHyp,,. Fur-
thermore, both causality and the time-slice axiom hold for Ay, : GHyp,, —
C*Alg.

Proof. According to Theorem 3.2.25, P&*Y,, assigns an injective morphism
in PSymV to each morphism in GHyp,,. Since €&€R preserves injectivity, cfr.
Proposition 2.5.9, we conclude that 2, : GHyp,, — C*Alg satisfies the isotony
property. Both causality and the time-slice axiom are inherited from P&y, :
GHyp,, — PSymV exactly as in the general case. O]
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Chapter

U(1) Yang-Mills model

We present an approach for the quantization of the Yang-Mills model with U (1)
as structure group. The dynamical degrees of freedom of this model are con-
nections on principal U(1)-bundles over globally hyperbolic spacetimes, which
form an affine space modeled on an infinite dimensional vector space. The
underlying gauge symmetry is induced by the action of principal bundle auto-
morphisms covering the identity on the base manifold. Physically, the model
describes free electromagnetism without external sources. As in the previous
chapter, our aim is to implement general local covariance [BFV03]. Also in
this context we will encounter issues in relations to injectivity of morphisms
at the level of observables, both in the classical and in the quantum case.
In particular, we will adopt two different approaches. The first one, based
on [BDS14a], considers gauge invariant affine smooth functionals on on-shell
U(1)-connections. It turns out that in this situation the requirement of invari-
ance under gauge transformations restricts too much the class of functionals,
thus leading to the failure in distinguishing certain gauge-inequivalent field
configurations. In particular, flat connections, which are tightly related to
the Aharonov-Bohm effect, see e.g. [MS00, Example 6.6.1], are not detected
by gauge invariant affine functionals. This observation motivates our second
attempt, based on [BDHS14]. Instead of affine functionals, we consider their
complex exponential. This fact significantly weakens the constraint imposed
by gauge invariance. In particular, it turns out that now on-shell field config-
urations can be separated (up to gauge) by evaluation on this class of expo-
nential functionals. In particular, also flat connections can be detected in this
approach. We also show that these functionals are closely related to Wilson
loops. Both approaches provide covariant functors which satisfy [BFV03, Def-
inition 2.1] up to injectivity. The failure of injectivity turns out to be related
to subfunctors describing certain cohomology groups. In the first case, injec-
tivity can be recovered by a suitable quotient, which might be interpreted as
enforcing the idea that no electric charge should be detectable and hence ad-
missible field configurations should carry no electric flux. In the second case,
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4. U(1) Yang-Mills model

similarly to Maxwell k-forms, cfr. Theorem 3.2.21, we prove that there exists
no quotientable subfunctor which allows to recover injectivity. Once more, a
procedure in the spirit of the Haag-Kastler axioms [HK64] provides a setting
which allows to recover isotony, cfr. Subsection 3.2.2.

Note that, unless otherwise stated, in this chapter G denotes the Lie group
U(1), while g stands for the associated Lie algebra iR.

4.1 Gauge symmetry and dynamics

To start with, we specialize the discussion of Section 2.4 about connections for
principal G-bundles to the case in which the Lie group G is the Abelian Lie
group U(1). In particular, we introduce the space of off-shell configurations
relevant to the present model and we recall the notion of gauge equivalence.
Afterwards, by means of the curvature map, see Definition 2.4.20, we present
the equation of motion.

In this section M is a fixed m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime,
and we consider a principal G-bundle P on top of it. The affine space of
connections A € I'(C(P)) provides off-shell field configurations for the model
we are presenting, see Section 2.4.3 for the notion of a connection on a prin-
cipal G-bundle. Note that I'(C(P)) is an affine space modeled on the vector
space (M, g) on account of the comment following Definition 2.4.13 and of
Proposition 2.4.8.

We do not regard connections on P as the physically relevant objects of
the model, rather we consider equivalence classes of such connections with
respect to the natural notion of gauge transformation which is encoded by
the geometry of principal bundles, see Section 2.4.1. As explained in Remark
2.4.16, since GG is Abelian, gauge transformations on P can be identified with
smooth G-valued functions on M and a gauge transformation f € C*(M,G)
acts on a connection A € I'(C(P)) by translation exploiting the affine structure
of I'(C(P)):

A=A — fu, (4.1.1)

where € Q(G, g) is the Maurer-Cartan form on the Abelian Lie group G.
Let us introduce the set Gp of gauge shifts, which encompasses all possible
shifts by translation induced by gauge transformations of the principal bundle

P:
Gp={f"u: feC®M,G)}. (4.1.2)

As we will see in Subsection 4.1.1, Gp is only an Abelian group. We consider the
orbit space [I'(C(P))] of I'(C(P)) under translation by Gp as the relevant object.
This amounts to the following equivalence relation: For A\, X" € T'(C(P)), we
set

A~ N — JFeCO(M,G) : A= ffu=N.
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Note that in general the orbit space [I'(C(P))] is no longer an affine space.
In fact, taking the orbits under translation by Gp, which is only an Abelian
group, breaks the affine structure.

To introduce the equation of motion, we exploit the curvature map, see
Remark 2.4.22. The curvature map F : T['(C(P)) — Q%(M,g) provides an
affine differential operator in the sense of [BDS14b, Definition 3.1], ¢fr. Remark
2.4.22. In particular, we remind the reader that the linear part of F' is given
by Fy = —d : QY(M,g) — Q*(M, g). Furthermore, we can directly check that
the curvature does not change under gauge transformations, meaning that F
descends to a map [['(C(P))] — Q*(M,g). In fact, p is the Maurer-Cartan
form for an Abelian Lie group, hence it is closed.

We introduce a new affine differential operator composing the curvature
map with the codifferential:

M :T(C(P)) = QY(M,g), A= 0F(N). (4.1.3)

M is an affine differential operator of second order on account of the fact that
it is obtained composing an affine differential operator with a linear differential
operator, both being of first order. In fact, its linear part is given by My =
doFy = —6d : QY(M,g) — QY(M, g). Let us mention that, up to a sign,
My, is the differential operator which rules the dynamics for Maxwell 1-forms,
see Chapter 3. The dynamics for the Yang-Mills model with structure group
G = U(1) is specified by the affine differential operator M:

M(N) =0, A eT(C(P)). (4.1.4)

Remark 4.1.1 (Existence of solutions). If the base space is a globally hy-
perbolic spacetime M, solutions of eq. (4.1.4) always exist. Let A € I'(C(P))
be a connection and consider the equation ddw = M(A) for w € Q'(M,g).
Since M(A) = 0F()) is coexact, a solution w exists. In fact, considering
a partition of unity {x;,x_} on M such that y, = 1 in a past compact
region, while y_ = 1 in a future compact one, one can check that w =
S(GH (X F(N) + G (x_F(\)) € Q'(M, g) solves the equation ddw = M(N),
where G* is the retarded/advanced Green operator for [J acting on g-valued
1-forms. From My = —dd it follows that A + w solves eq. (4.1.4).

In agreement with the equation of motion displayed above, we introduce
the space of on-shell connections:

Sp={NeT(C(P)) : M(\) =0} . (4.1.5)

This is indeed an affine space modeled on the space of solutions of the equation
ddw = 0 for 1-forms over M, cfr. (3.1.3) for k = 1. In the next remark we
comment upon certain naturality property of M and the consequent functo-
rial behaviour of Sp. In order to make sense of the following statements, let
us define a suitable category of principal G-bundles over globally hyperbolic
spacetimes.
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Definition 4.1.2. Let m > 2 and G = U(1). The category of principal G-
bundles over globally hyperbolic spacetimes PrBungpy, has principal G-bundles
over m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetimes as objects and principal
bundle maps covering causal embeddings as arrows.

Remark 4.1.3 (Naturality of M). According to Remark 2.4.22, the curva-
ture map F : T(C(-)) — Q2%((*)base; §) is a natural transformation between
contravariant functors from PrBungpy, to Aff. Furthermore, according to Re-
mark 2.2.27, § : Q*((*)base, 8) — Q1((+)base, @) is a natural transformation be-
tween contravariant functors from PrBungpy, to Vec. Regarding vector spaces
as affine spaces modeled on themselves, we get a covariant functor from the
category Vec of vector spaces to the category Aff of affine spaces, therefore
M=650F:T(C(-)) = Q' ((*)base, ) is a natural transformation between con-
travariant functors from PrBungpy, to Aff. This means that f : P — () induces
the following commutative diagram in Aff:

re@) ~2Lre(py)

m] |

Ql(Nu g)?(ﬂ(M,g)

This diagram shows that I'(C(f)) maps Sg to Sp. Therefore we can regard
the assignment of the affine space Sp to each object P in PrBungny, and of the
affine map I'(C(f)) : Sg — Sp as a contravariant functor from PrBungny, to
the category Aff of affine spaces.

As already mentioned, only gauge equivalence classes of connections are
relevant and not their individual representatives. Since gauge transformations
do not affect the dynamics (in fact, they do not even change the curvature),

we can introduce the space of gauge equivalence classes of on-shell connections
on P:

[Sp] = Sp/Gp.

As [I'(C(P))], [Sp] is not an affine space due to the equivalence relation induced
by gp.

4.1.1 How gauge transformations act on connections

As before, P is a fixed principal bundle with the Lie group G = U(1) as struc-
ture group. Its base space is a globally hyperbolic spacetime M of dimension
m. Before we proceed with the construction of functionals defined on the space
[Sp| of on-shell connections up to gauge, it is convenient to shed light on the
action of gauge transformations on connections as in [BDS14a, Section 4].
Let u € QY(G, g) denote the Maurer-Cartan form on an Abelian Lie group
G and recall that p is closed, whence, for each f € C*(M,G), f*u € Q' (M, g)
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4.1. Gauge symmetry and dynamics

is closed too. Therefore we can introduce the following homomorphism of
Abelian groups:

T:C®(M,G) — Qy(M,g), f—= fu, (4.1.6)

where C>(M, ) is endowed with the structure of an Abelian group specified
by pointwise multiplication in G, while Q}(M, g) is regarded as an Abelian
group under addition. Eq. (4.1.1) means that gauge transformations act on
connections by translation with 1-forms in the image T'(C*(M, G)) C QL (M, g)
of the homomorphism 7.

Remark 4.1.4. To check that the map in (4.1.6) is a group homomorphism,
consider f,g € C*(M,G) and evaluate (fg)*n on a tangent vector v € T'M
over x € M. Denoting with A : G x G — G the group multiplication, we can
rewrite fg as a composition A o (f, g). This allows us to compute (fg).v:

(fg)*v = lf(:c) «GxU + Tg(x)*f*v 5

where [}, = A(h,-) : G — G is the left-action of h € G on G, while r, =
A(-,h) : G — G is the right-action of h € G on G. Since G is Abelian,
l, = ry for each h € G. Therefore, by definition of the Maurer-Cartan form,
we conclude that

(f9)" 1(v) = plp@)«9+v) + 1rg@) « fuv) = f*u(v) + " p(v) |
which proves that 7' is a group homomorphism.

The next lemma characterizes the kernel of the homomorphism 7' intro-
duced in (4.1.6), hence it provides full information about its image, which is
indeed isomorphic to the quotient of the domain C*(M, G) of T by its kernel.

Lemma 4.1.5. Let G be an Abelian Lie group and consider the group ho-
momorphism T : C*(M,G) — QL(M,g) defined in (4.1.6). The kernel of T

consists of locally constant G-valued functions on M :
ker(T') = {f € C*(M,G) : f is locally constant} .

Proof. 1t is clear that, if f is locally constant, T'f = f*u vanishes since f, is
zero on each fiber of TM. For the converse, consider f € ker(T'). Therefore,
for each x € M and v € T, M, u(fw) = 0. Since the Maurer-Cartan form
provides an isomorphism between the vector spaces T,G and g for each g € G,
we deduce that f.v = 0 for each x € M and v € T, M, whence f is locally
constant. 0

Let exp : ¢ — G denote the exponential map and observe that, since G
is Abelian, this is a group homomorphism, where g is regarded as an Abelian
group under addition.
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4. U(1) Yang-Mills model

Lemma 4.1.6. Let G be a connected Abelian Lie group. The group homomor-
phism exp : g — G defined by the exponential map is surjective.

Proof. Let g € G be arbitrary but fixed. exp is a local diffeomorphism onto an
open neighborhood U C G of the identity. Since G is connected, U generates
the whole G. Therefore we find &1, ..., &, € gsuch that exp(&;) - - - exp(&,) = g.
Since exp is a homomorphism for G Abelian, we conclude that £ = &4 - -+&, €
g is such that exp(¢) = g. O

We can exhibit a large class of gauge transformations by composition of an
arbitrary g-valued smooth function on M with exp. Gauge transformations
of this form shift connections by exact 1-forms. In fact, for y € C*(M,g)
and f = exp(x) € C*(M,G), by the properties of the exponential map of an
Abelian Lie group, we deduce that f*u = dy. This means that T descends to
a group homomorphism

;. C(M.G)

e T HY(M,g) . (4.1.7)

T gives us information about the obstruction to reproduce all gauge transfor-
mations C*(M, G) via exp acting on C*(M, g). Since we know that this kind
of exponential gauge transformations shift connections by exact forms, this
part of the gauge group is closely related to the one considered for Maxwell
1-forms, cfr. Section 3.1. In the following lemma we will show that the obstruc-
tions to having only gauge transformations of exponential type are captured
by a subgroup of H: (M, g).

Lemma 4.1.7. Let G be a connected Abelian Lie group. The group homo-
morphism T : C®(M,G)/exp(C®(M,g)) — HL(M,g) defined in (4.1.7) is

mjective.

Proof. Let f € C®(M,G) be such that f*u = dyx for some xy € C*(M,g).
Defining g = exp(—x) € C>®(M,G), we have T(fg) = T(f) +T(g9) = 0
since ¢g*u = —dy. From Lemma 4.1.5 we deduce that fg is locally constant.
Exploiting connectedness of GG, we can apply Lemma 4.1.6 to conclude that
there exists a locally constant g-valued function y € C*(M, g) such that fg =
exp(X), whence f = exp(x + x)- O

The above discussion does not depend on the specific choice of a connected
Abelian Lie group. Yet, we return now to the case of interest to us, namely
G = U(1). We will employ techniques from sheaf cohomology to characterize
Gp in terms of tractable mathematical objects. For sheaf theory, we refer the
reader to the literature, e.g. [Harll]. For an Abelian Lie group H, consider
the sheaf C3(+, H) of smooth H-valued functions on a manifold M (we will
consider H to be G = U(1), g = iR and Z regarded as a zero-dimensional Lie
group). Recalling that a sequence of sheaves is exact if and only if, at each
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4.1. Gauge symmetry and dynamics

point of M, the corresponding sequence of stalks is exact, one can check that
the short exact sequence of Abelian groups

0—Zg=iRZBG=U(1)—0,

where 273 : Z — g denotes the homomorphism 2z € Z +— 2miz € g, gives rise
to a corresponding short exact sequence of sheaves:

0 — O35 Z) 255 C(,0) 2B (-, G) — 0.

Exactness of the sequence of sheaves does not ensure that the homomorphism
exp : C®(M,g) — C>*(M,G) is surjective on global sections of the sheaf
C37(+, g). In fact, the obstruction to surjectivity is described by the long exact
sequence in sheaf cohomology displayed below:

0

C=(M,Z)

C>*(M, g)

C= (M, G) —

C_) Hl(M7 C?\?[(a Z)) - Hl(M’ Cﬁ(? g)) - Hl(Mv Cﬁ(? G)) -

C33(+, @) is a soft sheaf because there exists an extension to M for each real val-
ued function defined on a closed subset of M, ¢fr. [Bre97, Example 9.4, Chapter
I1]. As a consequence of this fact, all cohomology groups H*(M, C3 (-, g)) van-
ish for £ > 1 and we get the following exact sequence out of the long one
displayed above:

exp

0 — C®(M,Z) =+ C®(M, g) =B C=(M,G) — HY(M,C3(-,Z)) — 0.

The next proposition follows from exactness of this sequence and from Lemma
4.1.7.

Proposition 4.1.8. Let M be a manifold, G the Abelian group U(1) and
g = iR its Lie algebra. The image of the homomorphism

T : C®(M,G)/ exp(C™(M,g)) — HL (M, g),

defined in (4.1.7), is isomorphic to the first cohomology group H' (M, C (-, Z))
of the sheaf C5(+,Z) of locally constant Z-valued functions on M.

Since M is a manifold, H'(M, C35(-,Z)) is isomorphic both to the first
singular cohomology group H'(M,Z) with integer coefficients and to the first
Cech cohomology group H'(M, Z) with integer coefficients.

Exploiting the universal coefficient theorem for cohomology, cfr. [Mun96,
Corollary 5.3.2], applied to the divisible group g = ‘R, we get an isomorphism
H*(M,g) ~ Hom(Hy(M,Z),g) between the k-th singular cohomology group

IThis is the same as the sheaf of smooth Z-valued functions on M since Z is endowed
with the discrete topology to be regarded as a 0-dimensional Lie group.

107



4. U(1) Yang-Mills model

with g-coefficients and the group of g-valued homomorphisms on the k-th ho-
mology group with integer coefficients. The same theorem for the coefficient
group Z tells us that H' (M, Z) ~ Hom(H; (M, Z), Z) since the zeroth-homology
group Ho(M,Z) is free Abelian. Therefore, the injective homomorphism 27 :
Z — g induces an injective homomorphism 27 : H'(M,Z) — H'(M,g) in
cohomology. Via de Rham’s theorem, see e.g. [Mas91, Appendix A], the k-th
singular cohomology group H¥(M, g) is isomorphic to the k-th de Rham coho-
mology group H%(M, g). Therefore, we can consider the image Hl(M,g)z of
HY(M,Z) in HY(M,g). Note that H}(M, g)z is only an Abelian subgroup of
Hy(M, g).

Corollary 4.1.9. Let G = U(1l) and g = iR. Consider a principal G-
bundle P over M. One can characterize the image of the homomorphism
T : C®(M,G) — QL(M,g) defined in (4.1.6), which by definition coincides
with the Abelian group Gp, cfr. (4.1.2):

Gp = {n € Qi(M,q) : [n] € Hy(M,g)z} ,

where HY (M, g)7 denotes the image of the injective Z-module homomorphism
21 : HY (M, Z) — H' (M, g) ~ H}(M, g).

In conclusion, the effect of the gauge group on connections consists in
shifting by closed 1-forms n € Q}(M,g) whose de Rham cohomology class
[n] € HY(M, g) is, up to a factor 27, the image of a singular cohomology class
in H'(M,Z). This means that the value of the integral of n along singular
1-cycles with Z-coefficients is an integer multiple of 27wi. More formally, the
Z-module homomorphism displayed below

/[m:Hl(M,Z) N ol [ 1,

takes values in 27wiZ.

Remark 4.1.10 (H}(M, g)z generates H}(M, g)). As already mentioned, the
zeroth-homology of M is trivial, therefore H'(M,Z) ~ Hom(H, (M, Z),Z) via
the universal coefficient theorem. Denoting with T" the torsion part of Hy (M, Z)
and with F its torsion-free part, we get a short exact sequence

0 —T—H(MZ) —F—0.
Applying the contravariant functor Hom(-, Z), we get the exact sequence
0 — Hom(F,Z) — Hom(H,(M,Z),7) — Hom(T,Z) .

where Hom(7',Z) is trivial, T" being a torsion group. Therefore we have the
following chain of isomorphisms:

H'(M,Z) ~ Hom(H,(M,Z),Z) ~ Hom(F,Z) .
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Recall that g = 7R. Along the same lines, we get H' (M, g) ~ Hom(F,g). If F
is finitely generated, than it is also free Abelian, whence

HI(M,g) ~ Hom(F,g) ~ Hom(F,Z) Rz g ~ HI(M,Z) Rz .

We conclude that, if Hy(M,Z) is finitely generated (e.g. when M is of finite
type), then HY(M, g)z is an Abelian subgroup generating H}(M, g) over the

field R. In particular, a Z-module basis of H}(M, g)z is also an R-module basis
of HY(M, g).

4.2 Observables via affine functionals

As already mentioned, we will denote with G the Lie Abelian group U(1). g
will denote the corresponding Lie algebra iR.

In this section we will adopt the perspective of [BDS14a]. Let us consider
a principal G-bundle P over an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime
M. At this stage, all the tools needed to introduce suitable functionals on the
space [Sp| of on-shell connections up to gauge are available.

To start with, we recall that the bundle of connections C(P) on P is an affine
bundle over M modeled on the vector bundle Hom(TM, M x g) ~ T*M ® g,
cfr. Subsection 2.4.2 and Proposition 2.4.8. Therefore, the space I'(C(P))
of connections is an affine space modeled on the vector space Q'(M,g), cfr.
Proposition 2.4.8 and the comment after Definition 2.4.13. In particular, we
can apply to I'(C(P)) the techniques developed in Section 2.3. For the purpose
of constructing well-behaved functionals on the affine space I'(C(P)), we exploit
the pairing with compactly supported sections of the vector dual bundle C(P)T,
see (2.3.1) for the more general situation of an arbitrary affine bundle. In this
spirit, to each compactly supported section ¢ € I'.(C(P)") we associate the
affine functional

0,:T(C(P) = R, A H/ 6(\) vol, (4.2.1)

where vol = %1 is the canonical volume form defined on M. We collect all
these affine functionals in the space of kinematic functionals:

Ep" = {0y € (LC(P) + ¢ €Te(C(P)T)} .

According to Proposition 2.3.11, T.(C(P)") is not a good labeling space for
functionals on I'(C(P) of the type specified above. In fact, we also have a char-
acterization of those functionals which vanish systematically (later also referred
to as being “trivial”). Adopting the strategy of Remark 2.3.12, we introduce
the vector subspace Trivp of ['.(C(P)") encompassing all trivial functionals:

Trivp = {al cT(C(P)) : a€ C®(M), /Mavol = 0} : (4.2.2)
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4. U(1) Yang-Mills model

where 1 € T'(C(P)") is the section defined by the condition that its value at
each point x € M is the affine map a € C(P), — 1 € R. From Proposition
2.3.11 and Remark 2.3.12, it is clear that ['.(C(P)")/Trivp ~ £X" meaning
that the quotient of I'.(C(P)") by Trivp provides a labeling space for £, In
fact, the isomorphism is induced by the map ¢ € T'.(C(P)!) — O, € £X". To
avoid a too heavy notation, we will denote with ¢ elements of T'.(C(P)%), as
well as elements of its quotient by Trivp and we identify £5" with the quotient
L.(C(P)")/Trivp.

Since the physically relevant object is not the connection itself, but rather
its gauge equivalence class, not all the kinetic functionals in 5" can be re-
garded as being suitable to extract physical information from field configura-
tions. We have to restrict ourselves to gauge invariant functionals:

ER =10, €& 1 O4(A+Gp) ={0s(N)}, VAED(C(P))},

where Gp denotes the Abelian group of gauge shifts introduced in (4.1.2), whose
structure has been thoroughly analyzed in Subsection 4.1.1.

The next lemma characterizes explicitly the space EXV of gauge invariant
functionals whenever M is of finite type. Note that we will adopt the following
notation: The linear part ¢y of a section ¢ € I'(C(P)) should be a section of
the dual of the vector bundle T*M ® g. Via the pairing defined in (2.2.2), we
can identify the dual of T* M ® g with T* M ®@ g*. After this identification, ¢y is
regarded as a g*-valued 1-form on M. Accordingly, the linear part of an affine
functional Oy € EFM is specified by the linear map (¢v,-) : QY(M,g) — R,
where (-,-) : QF(M, g*) x QF(M, g) — R is the non-degenerate pairing defined
in (2.2.3), except for the irrelevant evaluation of g* on g.

Proposition 4.2.1. Let M be an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime
and consider a principal G-bundle P over M. FEach gauge invariant affine
functional Oy € EBV is such that ¢y = 0, while each Oy € EX™ with ¢y €
6O (M, g*) lies in EBV, namely it is gauge invariant.

Furthermore, if M is of finite type, gauge invariant affine functionals are
those kinetic functionals whose linear part is a g*-valued 1-form with compact
support, which is coexact in the sense of de Rham cohomology with compact
support:

ERV = {O¢ €N gy € SO M, g*)} .

Proof. For the inclusion of the right-hand-side in the left-hand-side of the equa-
tion displayed above, assume ¢ € ['.(C(P)") has linear part ¢y € 6Q%(M, g*).
Given A € I'(C(P)) and taking into account that the elements of Gp are closed
g*-valued 1-forms, see the comment before (4.1.6), we have

Os(A+Gp) = Os(A) + (¢v,Gp) = {Os(N)},

where (-, -) is the pairing defined in (2.2.3). Note that in the second equality
we exploited Stokes’ theorem after having expressed ¢y as dw for a suitable
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w € Q2(M,g*). This also shows that gauge invariance follows from the fact
that the linear part is coexact.

For the converse inclusion, suppose ¢ € I'.(C(P)")) is such that O, € 1Y
and denote with ¢y € QI(M,g*) its linear part. For each A € T'(C(P)), we
have the chain of identities below:

Os(A) + (¢v,Gp) = Os(A + Gp) = {Op(N) } .

If we consider only exponential gauge transformations, see the comment before
(4.1.7), we encompass the Abelian subgroup dC>(M, g) of Gp. Via this argu-
ment we deduce from the equation above that (¢v,dC>(M, g)) = {0}, whence
d¢yv = 0. This already shows that gauge invariance entails for O, that its linear
part ¢y is coclosed. We show that one can improve this result assuming that M
is of finite type. Exploiting the characterization of Gp presented in Corollary
4.1.9, we deduce that ;([¢v], Hi(M, g)z) = {0}, where [¢y] € H! (M, g*) and
s(+, )« H5(M, g*), H (M, g)) — R is the pairing between cohomology classes
defined in (2.2.11) (up to the irrelevant evaluation of g* on g). Recall that,
M Dbeing of finite type and according to Remark 4.1.10, the Abelian subgroup
H}(M, g)z generates H} (M, g) over the field R. This fact, together with linear-
ity of the pairing s(-,-), entails that s([¢y], H}(M,g)) = {0}. Using again the
hypothesis that M is of finite type, we can exploit Theorem 2.2.7 to conclude
that ¢y lies in 6Q2(M, g*), thus completing the proof. O

The last lemma has a drawback, which we present in the forthcoming the-
orem. Recall that F : T'(C(P)) — Q*(M,g) denotes the curvature map in-
troduced in Definition 2.4.20 and later specialized to the case of an Abelian
structure group in Remark 2.4.22.

Theorem 4.2.2. Let M be an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime
of finite type and consider a principal G-bundle P over M. Two connections
A\ N € T(C(P)) have the same curvature, namely F(\) = F(XN), if and only if
O¢<)\) = O¢()\/) for all O¢ S S};I»lv

Proof. Since T'(C(P)) is an affine space modeled on the vector space Q'(M, g),
there exists w € Q'(M, g) such that A +w = X. As shown in Remark 2.4.22,
the linear part of the affine map F : T'(C(P)) — Q2(M, g) is simply Fy = —d :
QY (M,g) — Q*(M,g). Therefore, X and X have the same curvature if and
only if w is closed, namely dw = 0. Furthermore, O4(\) and O,4()\') coincide
for all O, € XY if and only if dw = 0 is closed. In fact, for all Oy € ER, we
have

Os(A) = Os(X) = Os(A) + (v, w) -

Therefore, by Proposition 4.2.1 (we use here the hypothesis that M is of finite
type), we have to check that (6Q%(M, g*),w) = {0} if and only if w is closed, but
this statement is true due to Stokes’ theorem, thus concluding the proof. [
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Remark 4.2.3 (XY tests only the curvature). Already at this stage we can
highlight a weak point of the space EXV of gauge invariant affine functionals.
As shown by the last theorem, functionals of this type are only sensitive to the
curvature of a connection. In particular, flat connections cannot be detected
using £V, This has relevant physical implications. Despite the fact that flat
connections, which correspond to the physical situation of the Aharonov-Bohm
effect, are available in our framework, we fail in detecting them using gauge
invariant affine functionals. We will return on this issue in Section 4.3, where
a different choice of functionals will weaken the constraint imposed by gauge
invariance, eventually leading to the capability to detect all gauge equivalence

classes of connections, in particular the flat ones.

The last remark motivates our interest in the class of gauge invariant func-
tionals introduced in the next example.

Example 4.2.4 (Dual of F' and curvature affine functionals). Consider the
affine differential operator F' : T'(C(P)) — Q*(M,g). For the definition of
affine differential operators and how to obtain formal duals refer to Subsection
2.3.2. According to the argument outlined in Remark 2.3.16, F* : Q*(M, g*) —
[(C(P)") is in general uniquely defined only on compactly supported forms
provided that we quotient out Trivp from the target space. See also Example
2.3.15 for the failure of uniqueness without this precaution. Specifically, F™* :
O2(M, g*) — EX is uniquely specified by the condition stated below:

/M (F*(8)) () vol = (8, F(\), W8 € Q2(M.g), YA€ T(C(P)), (42.3)

where (+,+) : QF(M, g*) x QF(M, g) — R is the pairing defined in (2.2.3), except
for the irrelevant evaluation of g* on g.

Note that we can use F* : Q?(M, g*) — EF" to exhibit examples of gauge
invariant affine functionals. In fact, let 8 € Q2(M,g*) and consider O, =
F*(B). The linear part of the functional O, € EF™ is given by (¢v,) =
—(6pB,-). Therefore, for each A € I'(C(P)), we have

Os(A+Gp) = O4(N) — (68,Gp) = {Os(N)},

where we used the inclusion Gp C QL (M, g) to conclude. Note that gauge
invariant functionals F*(3) of curvature type are already sufficiently many to
test the curvature of any connection, which is anyway the maximal information
one can get with £8V according to Theorem 4.2.2 and to Remark 4.2.3 at least
for base manifolds of finite type.

We return to the problem of defining suitable functionals on the space
of gauge equivalence classes of on-shell connections on a principal bundle P
with structure group G = U(1) over a globally hyperbolic spacetime M. Up
to now we dealt with gauge invariance, but we still have to account for the
dynamics. The equation of motion is presented in (4.1.4) in terms of the affine
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differential operator M = §o F' : T'(C(P)) — Q' (M, g) introduced in (4.1.3).
To implement the dynamics at the level of functionals, we quotient by all those
which vanish on-shell. Specifically, we introduce first the subspace £ of £5v,
which comprises all functionals vanishing on-shell, and then we define the space
of affine observables taking the quotient of £V by £y

' Einv
g = {0, € EBY . 04(Sp) = {0}, Ep = aim -
P

Elements of £p are denoted by Ojg, where the square brackets are used to
remind that the quotient by £/ has been performed. Notice that £p has a
natural pairing with [Sp| specified by

Ep X [SP] — R, (O[dﬂ? [)\]) — O¢<)\), (4.2.4)

where Oy € Oj4 and A € [A] are arbitrary representatives. This map is
well-defined since O, is gauge invariant and A is on-shell. We already know
that, at least for base manifolds of finite type, EIV fails in separating points
of T'(C(P)), see Theorem 4.2.2. In particular, it is not possible to detect flat
connections. Since flat connections are always on-shell, £p fails in separating
points of [Sp| via the pairing (4.2.4) as much as XV fails in detecting flat
connections. The converse, namely the fact that [Sp| separates points of Ep,
is true by construction. However, this property holds at the price of a quite
implicit definition for the £7". In the following some effort is devoted to
characterize explicitly the space of affine functionals vanishing on-shell.

Indeed, as we show in the subsequent example, it is fairly easy to exhibit
examples of gauge invariant affine functionals Oy € XY which always vanish
on solutions of the equation of motion, namely such that O4(\) = 0 for all
A€ Sp.

Example 4.2.5 (Dual of M and affine functionals vanishing on-shell). Con-
sider the formal dual M* of M, which can be obtained from the formal dual F*
of F exploiting the fact that M = JoF. As for F*, M* : QY(M, g*) — I'(C(P)")
is in general uniquely defined only on compactly supported forms provided that
we quotient out Trivp from the target space. Specifically, M* : QL(M, g*) —
EXn is uniquely specified by the condition

/M (M*(a)) (M) vol = (o, M(N)), Va € QL(M,g*), VAT (C(P)). (4.2.5)

In particular, from (4.2.3), we deduce that M* = F* o d.

Using M* we can easily define functionals which always vanish on solutions
of the equation M(A\) = 0. Let a € QL(M, g*) and consider O, = M*(a) €
Ekn Note that the affine functional Oy is gauge invariant on account of Ex-
ample 4.2.4. In fact, the image of M* = F* od is indeed included in the
image of F*. It is evident from (4.2.5) that the affine functional O, vanishes
systematically on Sp.
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Proposition 4.2.6. Let M be an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime
and consider a principal G-bundle P over M. Oy € M*(QL(M,g*)) always
vanishes on-shell. Assuming further that M is of finite type, if Oy € EBY
vanishes on-shell, then O, € M*(QL(M,g*)). In particular, in this situation
Exn = M*(QL(M, g%)) and Ep = EWY/ M*(QL(M, g*)).

Proof. The first part of the statement was shown in Example 4.2.5. For the
second part, assume that O, € EBV is such that O4(A\) = 0 for each \ € Sp.
By Proposition 4.2.1, ¢y is coclosed. As already noted immediately after
its definition in (4.1.5), Sp is an affine space modeled on the kernel of dd :
QY(M,g) — Q' (M, g). This fact entails that Ogz(A+w) = 0 for all A € Sp and
w € ker(dd). Hence, we have (¢y,w) = 0 for all w € ker(dd). Therefore, we
can apply Proposition 3.2.3 to ¢y and conclude that there exists p € QL(M, g*)
such that édp = ¢y. Now consider Oy = —M*(p). We want to show that
Oy = Oy4. Choose an on-shell connection A € Sp, whose existence is ensured
by Remark 4.1.1. Since I'(C(P)) is an affine space modeled on Q!(M, g), it is
sufficient to prove that Oy (X + w) = Oy(\ + w) for all w € Q*(M,g). Notice
that both Oy (per hypothesis) and O, (per construction) vanish on \ since it
is on-shell. Therefore Oy = O, if and only if their linear parts coincide, which
is the case due to ¥y = ddp = ¢y . m

Remark 4.2.7 (Observables testing magnetic and electric charges). Let P
be a principal G-bundle over an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime
M. The dual of the curvature map F* : Q2(M, g*) — EXY, ¢fr. Remark 4.2.4,
allows us to define observables testing the magnetic and electric charges.

Take 0 € QZ5(M,g*) and define O € Ep as the equivalence class of
Oy = F*(0). Notice that O, has vanishing linear part. In fact, the linear part
of oy = —06 = 0. Taking a gauge equivalence class of on-shell connections
[A] € [Sp], one can evaluate Opy:

Op(A) = (6, (X)) = (6], [F (M) -

Therefore, evaluating [A] with Oy, amounts to test the d-cohomology class
[F(\)] € H3(M, g), namely the Chern class of P.? In particular, since the pair-
ing 5(-,-) : H25(M, g*) x H3(M, g) — R induces an isomorphism H3(M, g) —
(H25(M,g*))*, see Remark 2.2.8, the class of observables presented above
makes it possible to determine the Chern class of P. As a matter of fact,
in this procedure to test the Chern class of P, one could replace coclosed 2-
forms with compact support with closed 2-cycles. This makes evident the fact
that observables of the type described really measure the magnetic charge,
namely the flux of F(\) through a closed 2-surface embedded in M.

The on-shell condition we impose on connections, namely § F(A\) = M()\) =
0, entails that the curvature associated to a connection A € Sp, besides being

ZNotice that [F(\)] € H3(M, g) does not really depend on ), but only on the topology of
the principal bundle P. In fact, two connections always differ by a g-valued 1-form, whence
their curvatures always differ by an exact g-valued 2-form.

114



4.2. Observables via affine functionals

closed, is also a coclosed form. In fact, to each gauge equivalence class of con-
nections [A] € [Sp], one can assign the cohomology class [F(\)] € HZ(M, g).3
Taking n € Q2,(M, g), one can introduce O}y € Ep specifying one of its rep-
resentatives according to Oy = F*(n). In this case, the linear part of O, is
given by 1y = —dn. Let us evaluate Oy on [A]:

Oy = (n, F(N)) = (], [F(N)])s -

We conclude that this class of observables tests the d-cohomology class [F/(\)] €
H%(M,g). In fact, for a given gauge equivalence class of connections [\ €
[Sp], one can determine the associated cohomology class [F(A\)] € H3(M, g)
simply using the class of observables presented here. This follows from the fact
that the pairing (-,)s : H24(M, g*) x H3(M, g) — R induces an isomorphism
H3(M,g) — (H2,(M,g*))*, see Remark 2.2.8. The physical quantity which
one determines with this procedure represents the electric charge associated
to a gauge equivalence class of on-shell connections [A] € [Sp]. To make this
interpretation more evident, one should consider [*F()\)] € HY ?(M,g) in
place of [F()\)] € H3(M, g) and replace g-valued closed 2-forms with compact
support with (m — 2)-cycles. Doing so, one realizes that testing O on [A]
amounts to measuring the flux of xF'(\) through a closed (m — 2)-surface
embedded in M. This is the typical flux of the electric field through a closed
2-surface in the physical situation, namely m = 4.

For further details on magnetic and electric charges refer to [BDS14a, Sec-
tion 6] and [BDHS14, Remark 5.5].

We can endow the space of observables £p for gauge equivalence classes
of Yang-Mills connections on a principal G-bundle P over an m-dimensional
globally hyperbolic spacetime M with a presymplectic structure defined out
of the causal propagator G for the Hodge-d’Alembert operator [J. This choice
can be motivated applying Peierls’ method to the Lagrangian density

LIN = h(FO\) A *F()), (4.2.6)

where h : g — g* is an ad-equivariant isomorphism such that (h&)(n) = (hn)(€)
for all £,n € g,* and evaluation of g* on g is understood. For further details on
Peierls” method, see [BDS14a, Remark 3.5] for the present situation or [Pei52]
and [Haa96, Section 1.4] for a more general discussion about this topic. Notice
that h is fixed once and for all. We will often use the inverse h=! : g* — g to
define an inner product on g*. For example, we will consider the pairing (-, )

3Notice that [F(\)] € HZ(M,g) does not depend on the choice of a representative A in
the gauge equivalence class [A]. This is due to the fact that gauge transformations always
shift connections by g-valued closed 1-forms, cfr. (4.1.6), whence the curvature F'()) is not
affected by gauge transformations.

4Since g = iR and the adjont action of G on g is trivial, G being Abelian, h is simply a
real number different from zero, which can be interpreted as an electric charge constant, see
the comment after [BDHS14, eq. (3.11)].
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4. U(1) Yang-Mills model

between g*-valued k-forms on M with compact overlapping support, which is
obtained from the pairing (-, -) defined in (2.2.3):

(W, = (w, (W), (4.2.7)

where w,w’ € QF(M, g*) have supports with compact overlap and the evalua-
tion of g* on g is understood. Note that the requirements on h entail that this
pairing is symmetric upon interchange of the arguments.

Proposition 4.2.8. Let M be an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime
and consider a principal G-bundle P over M. Denote with G : QL(M, g*) —
QL (M, g*) the causal propagator for the Hodge-d’Alembert operator O on M
acting on g*-valued 1-forms. The anti-symmetric bilinear map defined below
induces a presymplectic form 7p : Ep x Ep — R on the quotient Ep = EWV /EF™:

TP - ]i:r,w X gli:r’w — R, (O¢, Ow) = (¢V7 Gwv)lw

where ¢y, by € QL(M,g*) represent the linear parts of Oy, Oy € EB and
(+,-)n denotes the pairing between g*-valued 1-forms with compact overlapping
support, see (4.2.7),

Proof. Tt is clear from its definition that 7p : EBY x EBY — R is bilinear. Anti-
symmetry follows from the causal propagator G : QL(M, g*) — QL.(M, g*) be-
ing formally antiself-adjoint with respect to (-,-), and from (-,-), being sym-
metric with respect to the interchange of its arguments. It remains only to
check that 7p(Oy4, Oy) = 0 for all O, € EF™ and Oy € EXY. From Proposi-
tion 4.2.1, we know that ¢y is coclosed, whence w = h™'(Gyy) € QL(M,g)
is a solution of the equation ddw = 0, which is the linear part of eq. (4.1.4).
Consider a connection A € Sp, which exists on account of Remark 4.1.1. Then

= X+ w lies in Sp as well. Evaluating O, on A, we obtain the following
result:

O4(A) = Os(N) + (dv,w) = Os(A) + (¢v, Gy ),
where the last step follows from the definition of (-, -), in (4.2.7). Since Oy €

S5 O¢(5\)‘: 0 and O4(A) = 0 too, (¢v,Gyy), vanishes as well, proving
that 7p : Ep¥ x £€pY — R descends to the quotient £p. This shows that

p : Em X Eyp — R is a a well-defined presymplectic form. O

As in Chapter 3, after introducing the presymplectic structure on the rel-
evant space of observables, a natural question which arises is whether the
presymplectic structure is degenerate or not. This has important consequences
for the properties of the construction which will follow. In particular, on ac-
count of Proposition 3.2.12, the null space of the presymplectic form provides
an upper bound for the kernels of all presymplectic linear maps, thus helping
us in understanding to what extent the requirement of locality of [BFV03, Def-
inition 2.1] is violated by the present model.
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Proposition 4.2.9. Let M be an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime
and consider a principal G-bundle P over M. Denote with Np the null space
of the presymplectic structure Tp on Ep introduced in Proposition 4.2.8 and
take Oy € EXY. The following implications hold true:

1. If ¢y € 6(2(M, g*) NdQL (M, g%)), then Oy € Np;
2. 1If O[qﬂ S Np, then ¢y € 5di(M, g*)

Furthermore, under the assumption that M is of finite type, the null space Np
has the following explicit characterization:

Np ={0, € &R+ ¢y € 6Q24(M,g")} JEX™.

Proof. To start with, consider Oy € EBY such that ¢y € §(Q2(M,g*) N
dQ. (M, g*)), namely there exists £ € Q.(M,g*) such that d§ has compact
support and 6d¢é = ¢y. Consider the causal propagator G : QF(M,g*) —
QOF (M, g*) for 0 = dd + dd acting on g*-valued k-forms on M. Since d inter-
twines G for different degrees k, we have the following chain of identities:

Goy = God¢ = G(OE — dog) = —dGoE .
Therefore, for each Oy € EXY, we can conclude

(O, Olg) = (v, Gov)p = —(hy, dGOE), = —(0¢y, GE)n =0,

where we used both Stokes’ theorem and the fact that iy is coclosed, cfr.
Proposition 4.2.1. This proves the first statement.

For the second statement, assume that O, € EBY is such that Oy lies in
Np. Since, by Proposition 4.2.1, each O, € E8™ with 1y € 6Q2(M, g*) lies
in £V our hypothesis entails that (68, Géy ), = 0 for each 3 € Q*(M, g*),
whence Gd¢y = 0. On account of this fact, there exists n € Q2(M, g*) such
that (On = d¢y. Applying d on both sides and recalling that n has compact
support, we deduce that dn = 0. Furthermore, recalling that Oy € EAY entails
d0¢y = 0 according to Proposition 4.2.1, we get [Jén = dd¢y = Uy, whence
¢y = o € 6Q24(M, g*).

Assuming that M is of finite type, we can refine the first statement. In
fact, according to Proposition 4.2.1, under this extra hypothesis, we have that
each Oy € EXY has 1y € 6Q(M, g*). Therefore, given O, € ERY with ¢y €
692 (M, g*), we have to check that 7p(Opy, Opy)) = (v, Goy )y, vanishes for
all Oy, € EBV. Per hypothesis, there exists n € Q2 (M, g*) such that on = ¢y
Furthermore, by the argument mentioned above and exploiting the fact that
M is of finite type, for each O, € EBY, we can find 8 € Q?(M, g*) such that
08 = 1y. All these facts together entail that

70(Oly Ol)) = (v, Gy, = (68, Gon)y, = (8,Gdon) = 0.

For the last equality use the identity dén = On, which follows from dn = 0. O
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4. U(1) Yang-Mills model

Clearly this kind of presymplectic structure always has a non-trivial null
space. This is simply because only the linear parts of the elements in Ep enter
the definition of the presymplectic form. However, this kind of degeneracy is
not causing any issue to locality since elements in £p with trivial linear part
are mapped injectively along arrows in PrBungny,. This will be discussed in
more detail in Remark 4.2.18. To construct an example of a principal bundle
P with structure group G = U(1) over a globally hyperbolic spacetime M
such that the corresponding presymplectic form 7p exhibits more interesting
degeneracies, we refer to Example 3.2.7.

Example 4.2.10 (Non-trivial null space). Let M be an m-dimensional glob-
ally hyperbolic spacetime with Cauchy hypersurface diffeomorphic to R x
T™2. On M consider the trivial principal bundle P = M x G. The ar-
gument of Example 3.2.7 for k¥ = 1 provides a 2-form 6 € Q2,(M) with
compact support which is closed, but non-exact in the sense of cohomology
with compact support. In fact, [i0] # 0 € H2 (M, g*).> Therefore, via the
formal dual F* : Q*(M,g*) — S of the curvature map we can introduce
O, = F*(if) € EXY, see Example 4.2.4 for further details. Since the linear
part of Oy is given by —id6, Oy lies in Np, cfr. Proposition 4.2.9. We still
have to show that O is non-trivial in £p. Our choice of M admits a finite
good cover, therefore £F™ = M*(QL(M, g*)) according to Proposition 4.2.6.
We argue by contradiction assuming that there exists n € Q! (M, g*) such that
M*(n) = Oy4. This implies the identity —ddn = —id6 between the linear parts.
6 being closed, acting on both sides with d, we get [Jdn = i[J6, whence dn = i,
thus contradicting the fact that [i] is non-trivial in H2 (M, g*).

The next step consists in verifying that the assignment of the presymplectic
space (Ep, Tp) to each principal bundle P with structure group G = U(1) over
an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime M gives rise to a covariant
functor.

Lemma 4.2.11. Form > 2 and G = U(1), let P and Q be principal G-bundles
over m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetimes, respectively M and N, and
consider a principal bundle map f : P — @Q covering a causal embedding
S+ M — N. Introduce the linear map

Le(C(A)T) : Te(C(P)T) = Te(C(Q)T) ¢,
where ¥ € T(C(Q)T) is defined out of ¢ € T'o(C(P)") according to
Vi@ 0 C(f)le = 62 : C(P)y = R, Ve M.

In particular, T.(C(f)T) satisfies the following identity for each ¢ € T'o(C(P)T)
and each A € I'(C(Q)):

Or.(c(rne(N) = Os(T(C(f))(N)) . (4.2.8)
5Recall that g = tR and therefore g* ~ iR.
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where (C(f)) : T(C(Q)) — I'(C(P)) is defined in Remark 2.4.14.

The assignment of the vector space I'.(C(P)T) to each object P in PrBungpy,
and of the linear map T(C(f)V) to each morphism f in PrBungny, defines a
covariant functor To(C(-)") : PrBungpy, — Vec taking values in the category of
vector spaces Vec.

Proof. Take ¢ € T'.(C(P)'). At each point z € M, ¢ gives an affine map
¢z : C(P)y — R. We want to map ¢, via f to an affine map C(Q)) —
R at the point f(z). We do it in the spirit of Remark 2.4.12, but in the
opposite direction. More specifically, exploiting the fact that f : M — N is
an embedding and that f : P — Q is an isomorphism on each fiber, we can
invert f onto its image. Therefore, to define the affine bundle map C(f~1) :
C(Qym)) — C(P) according to Remark 2.4.12, we consider the principal bundle
isomorphism f~': Q) — P covering the diffeomorphism ifl c f(M) — M.
Using the restriction of C(f™!) to the fiber over f(z), x € M, we can introduce
the affine map ¢, = ¢, o C(f Y)|sw) : C(Q)sw) — R. This defines a new
smooth section ¢ € I'(C(Qyn)'). Since ¢ has compact support in M, ¢ has
compact support in f(M). f(M) is open in N, f being a causal embedding.
Therefore 1) can be extended by zero to a smooth section ¢ € I'.(C(Q)") with
compact support. This shows that the map ['.(C(f)") : To(C(P)") — T'(C(Q))
is well-defined. Linearity follows immediately from the definition.

Take ¢ € T.(C(P)") and A € T(C(Q)). Recalling Remark 2.4.14 and com-
paring with the construction illustrated above, one realizes that the evaluation
of To(C(f)")¢ on A at the point f(x) € N gives the same result of the eval-
uation of ¢ on T'(C(f))()\) at the point z € M. Since I'(C(f)")¢ vanishes on
N\ f(M), the following equality holds:

[ (eeeye) vl = [ amemn vl

whence Or_c(p)hs(A) = Og(D(C(f))(N)) as claimed.

Let P be an object in PrBungny, and consider the principal bundle map
idp P — P COVGI‘iDg ldM Since C(ldp) = idc(p), FC(C<1dp)T> = idFC(C(P)T).
Furthermore, given two composable morphisms f: O — P and h: P — @ in
PrBunghy, and denoting with f : L — M and h : M — N the corresponding
causal embeddings, we have that (h o f)~! : Qnofry — O coincides with
the composition f~' o A= upry @ Qurry — O of f71 : Py — O with
the restriction of h™" : Q) — P to the subbundle over A(f(L)). From
this fact, it follows that I'.(C(h o f)T) = T(C(h)") o T(C(f)"). Therefore
[(C(-)") : PrBunghyp, — Vec is a covariant functor. O

Theorem 4.2.12. Let m > 2 and G = U(1). Consider the principal G-
bundles P and @) over the m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetimes M and
respectively N. Given a principal bundle map f : P — Q) covering a causal

embedding f : M — N, the linear map Tc(C(f)") : Te(C(P)T) — Tc(C(P)Y)
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4. U(1) Yang-Mills model

defined in Lemma 4.2.11 induces the presymplectic linear map

BSV(f) : (Ep,mp) = (€, T0) ; Ol = Orepng -

Setting PSV(P) = (Ep, 7p) for each principal G-bundle P over an m-dimen-
sional globally hyperbolic spacetime M, PSSV : PrBungnyp, — PSymV turns out
to be a covariant functor.

Proof. As a first step, we note that T'(C(f)") induces a linear map
Lf : 5}1;111 — gkin7 O¢ — OF(C’(f)Ud) .

In fact, on account of Lemma 4.2.11 and of eq. (4.2.8) in particular, for each
¢ € I'o(C(P)") and each A € T(C(Q)), one has the identity Or_c(pte(A) =
O4(T(C(f))(N)). If ¢ € Trivp, the right-hand-side vanishes for all A € I'(C(Q)),
whence T'.(C(f)")¢ € Trivp by Proposition 2.3.11.

Now we check that Ly maps EBY to £5Y and EF™ to £5™. If this is the
case, the linear map PSV(f) : Ep — &g is well-defined. Let Oy € EBV.
Recalling the action of gauge transformations on connections, see (4.1.1), for

each h € C*(N,G) and A € T'(C(Q)), we have

(Lp(O))(A = h*p) = Og(T(C(f))(A = P"p))

where p denotes the Maurer-Cartan form on G = U(1). On account of Remark
2.4.14 and of Proposition 2.4.8, the linear part T'(C(f))yv : QY(N,ad(Q)) —
Q' (M, ad(P)) of I'(C(f)) boils down to the pull-back f*: Q'(N,g) — Q' (M, g)
for g-valued 1-forms along the base map f : M — N. Therefore

L) A =hp) =TC(f)N) = [Thp=TC()A) = (ho f)p.

Since ho f € C*(M,G) and O, € EB™, we conclude that

(L(Os)(A = 1) = Oy (T(C(F))(A) = (ho f)*1r) = Os(T(C(f))(N))
= (L(Os))(N)

whence Ly(Oy) € £3". Note that we used (4.2.8) for the last equality.
Recalling Remark 4.1.3, M : T(C(-)) — Q'((*)pase; §) is a natural trans-
formation between contravariant functors from PrBungny, to Aff. In partic-
ular the affine map I'(C(f)) : I'(C(Q)) — I'(C(P)) restricts to an affine map
I'(C(f)) : Sg — Sp. Therefore, given Oy € E5™, for each A € Sg, exploiting

(4.2.8), we get
(Lf(Op))(A) = Os(L(C(£))(A) =0,

thus showing that L;(Og) lies in £

Up to now, we proved that PESU(f) : Ep — &g is well-defined. We still
have to show that it preserves the relevant presymplectic structures. Take
Oy, Oy € EXY and consider Ly(Oy), Lf(Oy) € £3. In order to evaluate 7¢
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on L;(0y), Li(Oy) € EXY, we need the g*-valued 1-forms with compact sup-
port on N which represent their linear parts. Denote the linear parts of O,
and of O, respectively with ¢y € QL(M, g*) and with ¢y € QL(M,g*). As
already mentioned above, the linear part of T'(C(f)) is simply f*: Q'(N,g) —
Q'(M, g), whence f_: QL(M,g*) — QL(N,g") provides the linear parts of O,
and of Oy, namely f ¢y € QU(N,g*) and respectively f vy € QUN, g*). To
keep track of the base space, we introduce a subscript on the causal prop-
agator GG for [J acting on g*-valued 1-forms. Recalling the definition of the
presymplectic form, see Proposition 4.2.8, we conclude that

(f,ov,GNf ov)nn = (¢v, TGN Yv)nmr,

where also (-, ), the pairing between g*-valued 1-forms defined in (4.2.7),
carries a subscript referred to the globally hyperbolic spacetime upon which
the pairing is defined. According to Proposition 2.2.28, i*GNi* = Gy on
QL(M, g*), whence

7 (BSV(f) O, BSV(f)O) = 7p (O, Opy) -

It remains only to check that P&SY : PrBungyy, — PSymV is a covariant
functor. As a matter of fact, this follows from ['.(C(-)") : PrBungn,, — Vec
being a covariant functor. In fact, Lia, = idggn and, for each pair of com-
posable morphisms f : O — P and h : P — Q one has Ljoy = Ly o Ly.
Therefore, the restriction to gauge invariant affine functionals first and then
the quotient by those which vanish on-shell show that PSU(idp) = id(e, 7,
and P&V (ho f) = PSSV (h) o PSV(f), whence ‘PSYV : PrBungpy, — PSymV
is indeed a covariant functor. O

To make contact with the axiomatic approach to quantum field theory on
curved spacetimes proposed in [BFV03], we turn our attention to the causality
property and the time-slice axiom for the covariant functor &Y : GHyp —
PSymV. We will discuss the failure of the locality property (as well as a possible
procedure to recover it) in Subsection 4.2.1.

Theorem 4.2.13. Let m > 2 and G = U(1). The covariant functor SBSY :
PrBunghy, — PSymV fulfils the causality property: Consider the principal G-
bundles Py, P, and @) over the m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetimes
My, My and N. Furthermore, assume f : Pi — Q and g : P, — Q) are principal
bundle maps covering the causal embeddings f : My — N and respectively
h: My — N whose images are causally disjoint in N, namely such that f(My)N
In(h(Ms3)) = 0. Then

7Q(BSV(f)Ep,, BEV(h)Ep,) = {0} .

Proof. Let Oy4 € 5}511" and O, € 5}%". Recalling the definition of the presym-
plectic form 7, cfr. Proposition 4.2.8, and of the functor B&Y, cfr. Theorem
4.2.12, one gets

70 (BSV(f)O4), BSV(h)Oyy) = ([ dv, Ghabv),
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where ¢y € QL(My, g*) and ¢y € QL(M,, g*) represent the linear parts of Oy
and respectively of O,. The first argument of the pairing (-,-), is supported
inside f(M), while the second argument is supported inside Jy (h(Mz)) by the
properties of the causal propagator G. The hypothesis entails that the supports
do not overlap, therefore the right-hand-side of the equation displayed above
vanishes as claimed. O

The following lemmas will be used for the proof of the time-slice axiom,
see Theorem 4.2.17.

Lemma 4.2.14. Let G = U(1) and consider a principal G-bundle P over an
m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime M. Furthermore, assume that a
partition of unity {x4,x—} with supp(x+) past/future compact is given. For
each Oy € EWY, there exists ¢ € T (C(P)") with support inside supp(xy) N
supp(x—) such that Oy — Oy € M*(QL(M, g*)), whence Oy € EBV.

Proof. Given O, € EBV, we choose one of its representatives ¢ € T.(C(Q)1). Its
linear part ¢y € QL(M, g*) is coclosed according to Proposition 4.2.1. Applying
Lemma 3.2.10, we find & € QL (M, g*) supported inside supp(x ) N supp(x_)
and £ € QL(M, g*) such that £ — 6d€ = ¢y. Choosing a reference connection
A € Sp, whose existence is ensured by Remark 4.1.1, and taking a function
a € CP(M) with support inside supp(x+) N supp(x—) such that [, avol =
Jus d(\) vol, we can introduce ¢ = alp + % '(E A x(- — A) € T(C(P)"), where
1p € T(C(P)") denotes the distinguished section whose value at any point
x € M is specified by the affine map ( € C(P), — 1 € R. Note that, per
construction, supp(?)) in included in supp(x;) N supp(x-). Exploiting the
fact that T'(C(P)) is an affine space modeled on the vector space Q(M, g), we
show that Oy — Oy € M*(QL(M, g*)), see Example 4.2.5 for the definition of
M* QL (M, g*) — E8n. In fact, for each w € Q1(M, g), we have

O\ +w) + <£,M(X+w)) = /MavoH— (5—5d§,w)
:/M¢(5\)v01+(¢v,w):(9¢(5\+w).

Note that, together with the fact that A is on-shell, for the second equality
we exploited My = —dd, see the comment below (4.1.3). We conclude that

Oy + M*(€) = Oy. Since both Oy and M*(£) lie in EBY, cfr. Example 4.2.5,
Oy € EXY too0. O

Lemma 4.2.15. Let G = U(1) and consider a principal G-bundle P over an
m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime M. Let O C M be a causally
compatible open neighborhood of a Cauchy hypersurface for M. For each n €
Gp, there exists ' € Gp such that the restriction of 0’ to O differs from n by
an exact 1-form on O.
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Proof. As globally hyperbolic spacetimes, both M and O share a Cauchy hy-
persurface. Via Theorem 2.1.7, M and O are homotopy equivalent, whence
the restriction from M to O induces an isomorphism H'(M,Z) ~ H'(O, Z).
Recalling Corollary 4.1.9, given 1 € Gp,, its cohomology class [] € H}(O, g)z
can be represented via the isomorphism H*(M, Z) ~ H'(O,Z) induced by the
restriction from M to O. In particular, we find [r] € H}(M, g)z which restricts
to [n]. Consider a representative 1’ € [n/]. Per construction, n’ € Gp restricts
to a 1-form on O which differs from 7 by dy for a suitable x € C>*(0,g) O

Lemma 4.2.16. Let G = U(1) and consider a principal G-bundle P over an
m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime M. Let O C M be a causally
compatible open neighborhood of a Cauchy hypersurface for M. Denote with
Po the principal G-bundle obtained restricting P to O. Let ¢ € T'.(C(P)") be
such that supp(@) is included in O and Oy € ER¥. Therefore Oy, lies in 5}%’,
namely Oy, € S}éion 15 invariant under gauge transformations of the principal
bundle Pp as well.

Proof. Let us consider ¢ € I'.(C(P)") according to the hypothesis. By the
support properties of ¢ € T.(C(P)), we can regard Oy, as an element of
ERY. Using Lemma 4.2.15, we show that Oy € EpY entails Oy, € EBY. Fix a
reference connection A € I'(C(P)). Its restriction Ao to O gives a connection
on Pp. Since I'(C(Pp)) is an affine space modeled on Q' (0, g), to conclude that
Oy, lies in ERY, it is enough to check that Oy, (Ao +w+17) = Oy, (Mo +w)
for all w € Q'(O,g) and n € Gp,. For each n € Gp,, exploiting Lemma
4.2.15, we find 7/ € Gp whose restriction 7'|o to O differs from n by dy for a
suitable x € C*(0, g). Recalling that d¢y = 0, cfr. Proposition 4.2.1, given
w e N0, g), one gets the following chain of identities:

Oy (Mo +w+n) = Ogjp (Ao +w +1'lo + dx)
= O0p(A+1) + (dv]o,w + dx)

= 04(N) + (¢v]o,w)
= Oy,(No +w)

where we exploited the support properties of ¢, the fact that O, lies in E3V and
we made use of Stokes’ theorem to show that the term (¢v|o,dx) vanishes. [

Theorem 4.2.17. Let m > 2 and G = U(1). The covariant functor P&SY :
PrBunghy, — PSymV fulfils the time-slice axiom: Consider the principal G-
bundles P and () over the m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetimes M
and respectively N. Furthermore, assume that f : P — Q is a principal bundle
map covering a Cauchy morphism f: M — N. Then P&SU(f) : PSY(P) —
PESV(Q) is an isomorphism. B

Proof. The present setting is similar to the one of Theorem 3.2.11. In partic-
ular, we have the following commutative diagram with principal U(1)-bundles
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4. U(1) Yang-Mills model

in the upper part and their base manifolds in the lower part:

P ()
X,
Q
M= ()
AN
N

This diagram shows that to prove the theorem it is enough to check that
the functor ‘BPSY : PrBungy, — PSymV provides an isomorphism out of the
inclusion of principal bundles f(P) — Q. For convenience we denote f(M)
with O C N. This inclusion induces inclusions between spaces of sections with
compact support. All these inclusions are omitted during this proof to simplify
the notation. Note that the principal bundle f(P) over f(M) coincides with
the restriction Qo of ) to O. B

According to the hypothesis, O is a neighborhood of a Cauchy hypersurface
for N. Therefore we can choose Cauchy hypersurfaces >, and ¥_ for N lying
inside O and such that 3, N Jy(X_) = 0. This allows us to find a partition of
unity {x, x_} subordinated to the open cover {I3(3_), I5(X4)} of N.

Consider Oy € & and choose a representative Oy € E5Y.  Accord-
ing to Lemma 4.2.14, there exists 1 € I'.(C(Qo)") such that Oy — O, €
M*(QL(N, g%)). In particular Oy € £3". Lemma 4.2.16 entails that Oy lies
also in £ . If we consider ) € Te(C(Qo)') such that 0;—04 € M*(Q(N, g))
too, we deduce that O; — Oy lies in £5% N M*(Q(N, g*)). Furthermore, if we
choose another representatwe Oy € 5 v of Oy € EQ, following the procedure
outlined above, we find 1 € T'.(C(Qo)! ) such that Oy — Oy € EZYNEG™. This
is due to the fact that both Oy —0Oy4 and Oy — Oy lie in M*(Qi(N, g*)) C Exm,
cfr. Example 4.2.5, while Oy — Oy lies in EF". Therefore, as soon as it is
proved that 8‘“" NEG™ = E5y, the procedure outlined above defines a linear
map K : &g —> 5Qo7 Which is the candidate to invert the presymplectic linear
map induced by the principal bundle map Qo — @ via PSU.

The inclusion E5Y NEF™ D EF™ follows from the fact that Sg maps to Sg,,
under restriction. For the converse inclusion, consider O, € E5Y N EF™. We
have to check that O, vanishes on Sg,. S¢,, is an affine space modeled on the
vector space of solutions to the equation ddw = 0, where w is a g-valued 1-form
on O. Since Sg maps to Sg, under restriction, for an arbitrary choice of a
reference connection A € Sy, it is enough to show that Oy(Ao + w) = 0 for
all w € QY(O, g) fulfilling 6dw = 0. Given w € 2(O, g) such that jdw = 0, via
Lemma 3.1.6 we find a € Q}_;(O, g) supported inside supp (. ) Nsupp(x_) and
x € C*(0, g) such that Ga + dx = w, where G denotes the causal propagator
for [J acting on g-valued 1-forms on O. The support properties of o allow us

124



4.2. Observables via affine functionals

to extend w by zero to a coclosed g-valued 1-form on N with timelike compact
support, still denoted by w € Q. s(N,g) with a slight abuse of notation. In
particular, we can regard Ga as a solution of the equation ddw = 0 on the
whole N, where now G denotes the causal propagator for [J acting on g-valued
1-forms on N. The following chain of identities follows:

O¢(5\‘O + w) = O¢(5\|0 + Galo + dX) = O¢(5\ + Ga) =0.

Since O, € 5&% N EF™, the second equality follows from dy € G, cfr. the

comment after the proof of Lemma 4.1.6, while the last one follows from A +
Ga € Sg. This shows that also the inclusion 55‘(‘)’ N 5&’2&“ C ngon holds.
According to the first part of the proof, we have a well-defined linear map
K : &g — &g, mapping Ojy € &g to Oy € Eg,, where 1 € T'(C(Qo)') is
such that Oy — O, € EF™ for an arbitrary choice of a representative Oy € Ojg).
Denote with L : &g, — &g the linear presymplectic map induced by the
principal bundle map Qo — @ via the covariant functor PSY. We check
that KL = idg, . In fact, given Oy € &g, the extension by zero of one of
its representatives ¢ € I'o(C(Qo)") can be used to represent LOjy. Therefore
K LOyy still admits ¢ € Te(C(Qo)") as a representative, whence KLO}y =
Oly)- To show that LK = idg,, we take Oy € &g, consider a representative
Oy € Ojg and find 1 € T(C(Qo)') such that Oy — O, € EF™ according to the
procedure outlined in the first part. By definition, KOjg = Op). Indeed, the
extension by zero of ¢ is a representative of LK O and Oy — Oy € EF™ per
construction, whence LK O}y = Og. Summing up, it turns out that K is the
inverse of L; in particular, K is presymplectic as L is. We conclude that L is
an isomorphism in PSymV, thus completing the proof. O

4.2.1 Failure of locality and how to recover it

In Example 4.2.19 below, we exploit the degeneracies of the presymplectic
structure for certain spacetime topologies, cfr. Remark 4.2.10, to exhibit a
principal bundle map covering a causal embedding which does not induce an
injective morphism via the functor P&Y : PrBungny, — PSymV. This is an
explicit violation of locality in the sense of [BFV03, Definition 2.1]. At least on
the full subcategory PrBungny,r of principal U(1)-bundles over m-dimensional
globally hyperbolic spacetimes of finite type (for which we have explicit char-
acterizations of the space of gauge invariant affine functionals, of the subspace
of functionals which vanish on-shell and of the null space of the presymplectic
form too), we will show that this model admits a quotientable subfunctor, see
Definition 3.2.18, which allows to recover locality. However, this comes at the
price of restricting the set of connections on which the elements of the resulting
quotient can be tested. This amounts to imposing on connections a stricter
condition then just being on-shell. Nonetheless, let us remind the reader that
affine observables fail to detect flat connections and the Aharonov-Bohm effect
in particular. For more details refer to Theorem 4.2.2 and Remark 4.2.3.
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4. U(1) Yang-Mills model

Before we show the kind of situation where the locality property is explicitly
violated by the functor PSSV : PrBungny, — PSymV, let us stress that the most
evident degeneracies of the presymplectic structure which are due to those
elements in £p whose linear part is trivial are not related with the failure of
locality. This is explained in the following remark.

Remark 4.2.18. Consider a principal U(1)-bundle map f : P — @ covering a
causal embedding f : M — N and take ¢ € T'.(C(P)') such that its linear part
vanishes, namely ¢y = 0. Clearly Oy € E8V and, moreover, Oy € Np. One
can actually express ¢ as a 1p for a suitable a € C*(M), where 1p € T'(C(P)T)
is the section which gives at each point the affine map on the corresponding
fiber of C(P) taking the constant value 1. Therefore, according to Lemma
4.2.11, To(C(f)")¢ = (f,a) 1. From this fact we deduce that PSV(f)Ojy =
0 entails Oy = 0. In fact, Do(C(f)")¢ is a representative of PSV(f)Oy;
therefore, supposing that PSSV (f)Oy is trivial in £ and choosing a reference

connection A € Sp, for each w € QY(N, g), one deduces

/Maml:/Ni*avolz(‘BGQI(f)O[¢])([5\])+(i*qbv,w):O,

which means ¢ € Trivp or equivalently Oy = 0 € 5. Therefore, PSU(f)
maps injectively elements of £p of the form Oy, for any a € CF(M) to
Oi(f a)1p] € &g, whence these elements in the null space of the presymplec-
tic form 7p are not those responsible for the failure of locality. Note that
observables testing the Chern class of P lie in this class, c¢fr. Remark 4.2.7.

A situation where locality fails is presented below. The elements in the null
space of the presymplectic structure which are responsible for this failure are
those of the type considered in Example 4.2.10.

Example 4.2.19 (Non-injective presymplectic maps). The argument is very
similar to the one in Example 3.2.13 for £ = 1 and m > 2. We consider
the same globally hyperbolic spacetimes M and N presented in the example
mentioned above, together with the corresponding causal embedding f : M —
N. On top of M and N, we take the trivial principal U(1)-bundles P and Q.
Obviously, we get a principal bundle map f : P — @ covering f : M — N
which acts trivially on the fibers. For m > 3 we consider the gauge invariant
affine functional O, € EXY introduced in Example 4.2.10 by means of the
dual of the curvature map. Instead, for m = 2 we take Oy = F*(if) €
EM with 0 € Q2 (M) \ dQL(M) as specified in the second part of Example
3.2.13. In both cases, O € Ep is a non-trivial element of the null space
Np of the presymplectic form 7p. This follows from the given references and
the characterization of £" and of Np presented in Proposition 4.2.6 and
in Proposition 4.2.9, which both apply due to the fact that M is of finite
type. We note that PSSV (f)Oy € &g is trivial. In fact, PSUV(f)Ojy has a
representative Or ()¢ € EmV according to Theorem 4.2.12. Since H2 4(N, g*)
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is trivial in the construction for the case m > 3, while [if 0] = 0 in H? (N, g*)
in the construction for the case m = 2, c¢fr. Example 3. . 13, there exists n €
QL(N, g*) such that dn = if 0. Therefore, introducing O, = M*(n) € E5™
via the dual of the affine differential operator M : T'(C(Q)) — Q' (N, g), cfr
Example 4.2.5, we conclude that for each A € I'(C(Q)) the following Chaln of
identities holds:

Or.cnne (M) = Os(C(C(£))(N) = (i, F(T(C(f))(V))
= (i6, [*F(N) = (if 6, F(\)) = (dn, F(\)) = Oy(N).

Note that we exploited the naturality of the curvature map, see Remark 2.4.22.
It follows that Or, c(syte) = Oy, whence BPSV(f)(O) = 0 in &, thus
showing that PSY(f) : PSY(P) — PESV(Q) has a non—tr1v1al kernel.

Theorem 4.2.20. Let m > 2 and G = U(1). The covariant functor PESY :
PrBunguy, — PSymV wiolates the locality property as stated in [BFV03, Defi-
nition 2.1/, namely there exists a principal G-bundle map f covering a causal

embedding such that the kernel of BP&SB(f) is non-trivial.

Proof. Example 4.2.19 provides a counterexample to locality involving con-
nected globally hyperbolic spacetimes of finite type for spacetime dimension
m > 3 and a counterexample involving non-connected globally hyperbolic
spacetimes of finite type for m = 2. O

Consider the full subcategory PrBungy,r of PrBunghy, whose objects are
principal U(1)-bundles covering m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetimes
of finite type. As already anticipated, we show that the covariant functor
PESY : PrBunghy, — PSymV, when restricted to PrBunghypr, admits a quo-
tientable subfunctor which recovers locality.

Lemma 4.2.21. Let m > 2 and G = U(1). To each principal G-bundle P
over an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime M of finite type, assign
the vector subspace

F*(de(M> g*)) . F*<de(M7 g*)>

Q(P) = £y — MH(QL(M, g))

of the null space Np of BPSU(P) endowed with the trivial presymplectic struc-
ture. This assignment gives rise to a quotientable subfunctor Q : PrBunghypr —

PSymV of ' B&Y : PrBunghypr — PSymV, cfr. Definition 3.2.18.

Proof. For each object P over M in PrBungnypr, by Proposition 4.2.9 and
keeping in mind the assumption that M is of finite type, Q(P) is a presym-
plectic vector subspace (with trivial presymplectic structure) of the radical
Np of the presymplectic form 7p of PSY(P). Furthermore, naturality of
F : TC(H) = Q%(()base,9) and of M : T(C(-)) — QY((-)base; §) entails
that Q : PrBunguypr — PSymV is a covariant functor. Therefore, to con-
clude that Q : PrBungny,r — PSymV is a quotientable subfunctor of PSY :

127



4. U(1) Yang-Mills model

PrBunghyper — PSymV according to Definition 3.2.18, we only have to check
that, for each morphism f : P — @ in PrBunguyer, PSU(f) : PSY(P) —
PESV(Q) maps Q(P) to Q(Q). Actually, also this property follows from
naturality of the curvature affine map F : T'(C(-)) — Q2((*)pase, 9), see Re-
mark 2.4.22. In fact, given Oy = F*(n) € EBY for n € Q2 (M, g*), consider
PESV(f)Oy € Eq, which has a representative Oy = Or sy € £ ac-
cording to Theorem 4.2.12. For each connection A € I'(C(Q)), the chain of
identities presented below holds true:

Oy(A) = (. F(TEC(NHN)) = (n, [ FN) = (£,m F) -

This proves that Oy = F*(f 1) € F*(Q24(N,g*)), whence the presymplectic
linear map PSV(f) : PSV(P) — PSV(Q) restricts to Q(f) : Q(P) —
Q(Q), thus showing that Q : PrBungn,,r — PSymV is a quotientable subfunc-
tor of PSY : PrBungypr — PSymV. O

Theorem 4.2.22. Let m > 2 and G = U(1). The quotient functor BPSY° =
PSYV/Q : PrBunguypr — PSymV, defined according to Proposition 3.2.19,
fulfils locality, causality and the time-slice axiom. In particular, for each mor-
phism f : P — Q in PrBuncnypr, the corresponding morphism P&V (f) :
PSSV (P) — P&VY(Q) in PSymV is injective.

Proof. By Lemma 4.2.21, we have a quotientable subfunctor Q : PrBungpy,r —
PSymV of P&SY : PrBunghy,r — PSymV. Applying Proposition 3.2.19, we get
a new covariant functor PSY° = PSYV/Q PrBunghypr — PSymV. As
for causality and the time-slice axiom, these properties are inherited from
PESY : PrBunghy, — PSymV. Only locality has to be checked. Consider
a morphism f : P — @ in PrBungu,r. We have to show that PSU°(f)
PSSV (P) — PSV°(Q) is injective. Assume that Oy € Ep is such that
PSV(f)O4 lies in Q(Q). Applying Theorem 4.2.12 and Lemma 4.2.11, we
find n € Q2 (N, g*) such that Or_ ¢(t)e = F*(n). In particular, BSV(f)Oy
lies in the null space Ng. Therefore O}y lies in the null space Np as well. In
fact, for each O € Ep, we get

7 (O, Oyy) = 170 (BSV(f) Oy, BSV(f)Opyy) = 0.

Therefore, Proposition 4.2.9 entails that a representative O, € EBV of Oy
has linear part ¢y = —d¢ for a suitable £ € Q2 (M, g*). Tt follows that
Oy — F*(£) € EX has vanishing linear part. The map ['.(C(f)?) : T(C(P)') —
[.(C(Q)T), defined in Lemma 4.2.11, induces a map 5" — £5™. We deduce
that the image of Oy — F*(§) via this map coincides with F*(n — f &) and
its linear part vanishes too. As a consequence, n — f § € QL(N,g*) is both
closed and coclosed, whence n = f &. This entails that O, = F*(€). In fact,

given a reference connection A € T'(C(Q)) and exploiting the affine structure of

I'(C(P)), it is enough to check that O, coincides with F*(£) on I'(C(f))(A) +w
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for each w € Q' (M, g):

O (T(C())(A) +w) = Oy (TC(FN) + (=06, w)
= Orueirme(N) + (& =dw) = (n, F(V)) + (&, —dw)
= (L& FDN) + (& —dw) = (& FL(C())N)) + (& —dw)
= (¢, <<C<f>><A> w)).

We conclude that O lies in F*(Q2,(M,g*)), thus proving that PSVO(f) :
PSSV (P) — P&VY(Q) is injective. O

We have shown that a suitable quotient of the covariant functor PSY :
PrBungnypr — PSymV recovers locality at least for principal U(1)-bundles P
over m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetimes M of finite type. However,
if Q(P) is not trivial,® for each non-zero Oy € Q(P), there exists a gauge
equivalence class of on-shell connections [A] € [Sp| such that O, ([A]) # 0. In
fact, [Sp| separates Ep per construction. Therefore, the quotient by Q(P) is
not compatible with the pairing (4.2.4) between Ep and [Sp]. To restore this
pairing, one might interpret the quotient by Q(P) on Ep as a further restriction
on connections beyond being on-shell. Equivalently, one might say that this
amounts to restricting the on-shell condition for connections. To understand
the new on-shell condition which is implied by the quotient by £, one has to
understand which properties of a connection A € Sp are detected by Q(P)
for some principal U(1)-bundle P over an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic
spacetime M of finite type.

Proposition 4.2.23. Let P be a principal U(1)-bundle over an m-dimensional
globally hyperbolic spacetime M of finite type and consider a connection A €
Sp. The curvature of X is coexact if and only if O ([A]) = 0 for each Oy €
Q(P), see Lemma 4.2.21 for the definition of Q(P).

Proof. The proof is contained in the second part of Remark 4.2.7. O]

By the last proposition, for a principal U(1)-bundle P over an m-dimensio-
nal manifold M of finite type, the evaluation of an element in BSYV°(P) on a
gauge equivalence class of connections [\ € [Sp] is well-defined if and only if
the curvature F'(\) associated to any representative of the gauge equivalence
class [\ is coexact, namely [*F(\)] = 0 € H} (M, g). Therefore, one might
interpret the quotient by (P) as enforcing a different kind of on-shell condi-
tion, namely that connections A € I'(C(P)) should have coexact curvature, not
only coclosed as it is required by the equation of motion M(\) = dF(\) = 0.
This new constraint on connections can be rephrased via Gauss’ law saying
that no charge should be allowed. In fact, requiring coexactness for F'(\) is
equivalent to state that the flux of xF'(\) through any (m — 2)-cycle in M
should vanish, cfr. Remark 4.2.7.

6This happens whenever H? ;(M, g*) is non-trivial.
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4.2.2 Quantization

In the present subsection we introduce the covariant quantum field theory
20 : PrBungpy, — C*Alg. This should be seen as a quantization of the covariant
classical field theory PSU : PrBungh,, — C*Alg describing observables for
Yang-Mills connections on principal U(1)-bundles over m-dimensional glob-
ally hyperbolic spacetimes. Let us also stress that these observables are de-
fined out of smooth gauge invariant affine functionals, see the first part of
Section 4.2. Notice that this choice is not harmless. In fact, observables
of this kind can only distinguish on-shell connections with different curva-
tures, cfr. Remark 4.2.3. The quantum field theory is obtained composing
PSSV : PrBunguy, — PSymV with the restriction €€R : PSymV — C*Alg
to presymplectic vector spaces of the quantization functor presented in Sec-
tion 2.5, namely 2 = CCR o ‘PSY : PrBunghy, — C*Alg. First of all we
will show that 21 : PrBungn,, — C*Alg fulfils both causality and the time-
slice axiom, but locality is still violated after quantization. After that, we
will restrict to the full subcategory PrBungnypr of PrBungpy, whose objects are
principal U(1)-bundles over m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetimes of
finite type. In this slightly restricted setting, it was shown that locality can
be recovered classically by a suitable quotient. In fact, Theorem 4.2.22 pro-
vides a covariant functor LSY° PrBunghypr — PSymV which fulfils locality,
causality and the time-slice axiom. The same quantization procedure, which
was employed before, now provides a locally covariant quantum field theory
2° : PrBungpypr — C*Alg. Specifically, locality, causality and time-slice axiom
are inherited from PSU° : PrBunguypr — PSymV via €€R : PSymV — C*Alg.

Let P be a principal U(1)-bundle over an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic
spacetime M. In the following we will denote by Wiy the generator of the C*-
algebra 2A(P) corresponding to the element O € ‘PSV(P), cfr. Section 2.5.

Theorem 4.2.24. Let m > 2 and G = U(1). Consider the covariant functor
PESY : PrBungny, — PSymV introduced in Theorem 4.2.12 and the covariant
functor €CR : PSymV — C*Alg obtained by restricting the one in Theorem
2.5.7 to presymplectic vector spaces. The covariant functor A = CERPESY :
PrBunghy, — C*Alg fulfils the quantum counterparts of both causality and the
time-slice axiom:

Causality If f : P, — Q and h : P, — @ are principal bundle maps cove-
ring causal embeddings f : My — N and h : My — N with causally
disjoint images in N, namely such that f(My) N Jn(h(M)) = 0, then

the C*-subalgebras A(f)(A(P1)) and A(h)(A(Py)) of the C*-algebra A(Q)

commute with each other;
Time-slice axiom If f : P — @ is a principal bundle map covering a Cauchy

morphism f: M — N, then (f) : A(P) — A(Q) is an isomorphism of
C*-algebras.
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The covariant functor A : PrBungny, — C*Alg wviolates locality, namely there
exists a principal bundle map f : P — Q) covering a causal embedding f : M —
N such that A(f) : A(P) — A(Q) is not injective.

Proof. Being the composition of two covariant functors, 2l : PrBungpy,, —
C*Alg is a covariant functor as well. Weyl relations (2.5.1) and Theorem
4.2.13 entail quantum causality, while the time-slice axiom follows from &R :
PSymV — C*Alg being a functor and from Theorem 4.2.17. On account of
Theorem 4.2.20 there exists a principal bundle map f : P — ) covering a
causal embedding f : M — N and an element Oy € PSY(P) lying in
the kernel of PSV(f) : PSV(P) — PSV(Q). From this fact, it follows
that the corresponding generator Wi of the C*-algebra 2A(P) is mapped to
Lo € 2A(Q) via A(f) : A(P) — A(Q). Therefore 1p — Wy € A(P) lies in the
kernel of 24(f), cfr. (2.5.2). This is a counterexample to locality for the functor
2 : PrBungpy, — C*Alg. O

Remark 4.2.25. Even if we will not pursue this point of view here, let us
mention that, according to [FS14, Appendix B], for affine field theories, such
as the U(1) Yang-Mills model, in each presymplectic vector space of observ-
ables, it is reasonable to consider the functional taking the constant value
1 as a distinguished point. Accordingly, one should replace the category of
presymplectic vector spaces with the category of pointed presymplectic vec-
tor spaces. Doing so, one recovers the additivity property with respect to the
composition of subtheories. This means that the covariant field theory cor-
responding to a multiplet of fields is equivalent to the covariant field theory
obtained as the sum of the covariant field theories corresponding to each one
of the fields forming the multiplet. For further details on the assignment of
a suitable monoidal structure on the category of pointed presymplectic vector
spaces, see the reference mentioned above. Furthermore, one might observe
that the group of automorphisms of the functor P&Y : PrBunghy, — PSymV
includes a Zo-symmetry with respect to the flip of the sign of functionals (refer
to [Fewl3] for more information about the relation between automorphisms
of field theory functors and symmetries of the corresponding model). This
symmetry has no counterpart in the Lagrangian of the model and therefore it
should not be there. Fixing a distinguished point in the presymplectic vector
space removes the unexpected Zs-symmetry. Summing up, passing to pointed
presymplectic vector spaces, as in [FS14, Appendix B], ensures additivity un-
der composition of subtheories and removes unexpected symmetries from the
group of automorphisms of the functor PESY.

The quantization functor should be adapted to this modified setting. In
particular, it should take care of the distinguished point in each pointed pre-
symplectic vector space. See [FS14, Appendix B] for the technique to imple-
ment this feature at the algebraic level.

Theorem 4.2.26. Let m > 2 and G = U(1). Consider the covariant functor
m@’ﬁo : PrBunghypr — PSymV introduced in Theorem 4.2.22 and the co-
variant functor €ER : PSymV — C*Alg obtained by restricting the one in
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Theorem 2.5.7 to presymplectic vector spaces. The covariant functor A° =
CEROPSYL - PrBunghypr — C*Alg fulfils the quantum counterparts of locality,
causality and the time-slice axiom. In particular, for each principal bundle map
f: P — Q covering a causal embedding f : M — N between m-dimensional
globally hyperbolic spacetimes of finite type, A°(f) : A°(P) — A%(Q) is injec-
tive.

Proof. Causality and time-slice axiom are inherited from the corresponding
properties of the functor PSYY : PrBunghyp,r — PSymV exactly as in the
proof of Theorem 4.2.24. Locality follows from the analogous property of

PV - PrBungnypr — PSymV due to Proposition 2.5.9. In fact, €€R :
PSymV — C*Alg preserves injectivity of morphisms. O]

4.3 Observables via affine characters

We face again the problem of Section 4.2, namely we try to find a suitable space
of regular functionals to test gauge equivalence classes of on-shell connections
[Sp| on a principal U(1)-bundle P over a globally hyperbolic spacetime M.
As shown in the previous section, the space £p is not completely satisfactory
since it cannot detect flat connections, which are related to the Aharonov-
Bohm effect from a physical point of view. In fact, £p can distinguish two
gauge equivalence classes of on-shell connections if and only if their curva-
tures differ, see Theorem 4.2.2 and Remark 4.2.3. On the contrary, the class
of functionals we are going to present in this section succeeds in separating
on-shell connections up to gauge. In fact, it turns out that Wilson loops can
be regarded as a distributional version of the class of functionals we are go-
ing to introduce. Once again this model fits into the framework of Brunetti,
Fredenhagen and Verch [BFV03] up to locality. Furthermore, we will show
that, similarly to the case of Maxwell k-forms, cfr. Subsection 3.2.1, there is
no way to recover injectivity taking quotients. However, it is still possible to
fit into the Haag-Kastler framework by fixing a target principal bundle. The
material of this section can be also found in [BDHS14]. Let us mention that,
as previously, throughout this section G = U(1) and g = iR.

Consider a principal G-bundle P over an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic
spacetime M. Given a compactly supported section ¢ € TI'.(C(P)") of the
vector dual of the bundle of connections, one can consider the exponential of
the functional introduced in (4.2.1):

Wy :T(C(P) = C, X exp(iOy(N)) = exp <2/M¢()\) Vol) . (4.3.1)

where vol = *1 is the canonical volume form on M. Functionals of this form
will be often called affine characters. This is due to the fact that, exploiting
the affine structure of C(P), for each A € I'(C(P)) and each w € Q(M, g), one
has

Wo(h+w) = Wy(A) exp (i(6v,w))
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where (-, -) denotes the pairing between Q1 (M, g*) and Q'(M, g). Affine char-
acters on ['(C(P)) are collected in a new space of kinematic functionals:

D = {W, :T(C(P)) = C : p T (C(P))}.

Note that this space is a subgroup of the Abelian group of G-valued functions
on T'(C(P)). Notice further that I'.(C(P)') is not a good labeling space for
Dl In fact, besides the usual trivial sections of Trivp introduced in (4.2.2),
there are also other sections lying in the kernel of the group homomorphism
¢ — W, implicitly defined by (4.3.1). As one can easily check, these are
exactly sections of the form ¢ = a1 for a € CZ°(M) such that [, avol € 27Z:

Trivs = {al el(C(P)) : a€ C(M), / avol € QWZ} , (4.3.2)
M

Note that Triv% is an Abelian group under addition. Furthermore, by construc-
tion, the Abelian group obtained taking the quotient of I'.(C(P)") by Triv% is
isomorphic to D,

Since connections only matter up to gauge transformations, we look for
gauge invariant affine characters in D"

D’ = {Wy € DE* : WolA+Gr) = (Ws(N)} . VA € T(C(P))} -

Recall that Gp is the Abelian group of gauge shifts introduced in (4.1.2). The
next proposition explicitly characterizes the space of gauge invariant affine
characters.

Proposition 4.3.1. Let M be an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime
and consider a principal G-bundle P over M. Each affine character W, € D»
is gauge invariant if and only if d¢y = 0 and s([ov], HY(M, g)z) C 277, where
5(+,-) denotes the pairing between H! (M, g*) and HY(M,g) and HY (M, g)z is
the image of the injective homomorphism 2mi : HY(M,Z) — HY(M, g), see the
discussion following Proposition 4.1.8. In particular, if W, € D™ is such that
oy € 60%3(M, g*), then it lies in DEY.

Furthermore, assuming that M is of finite type, one gets a more explicit
characterization of DV. Introduce the injective homomorphism

I : Hom(HY(M, g)z,27Z) — HLs(M, g*),

defined by 5(1z,[w]) = 2([w]) for all [w] € HY(M,g)z. Denote the image of I
with H.5(M, g*)z. Then

Dy = (W € DE™ = dgy =0, [¢v] € Hi5(M, gz} -

Proof. We first show that the condition is sufficient. This follows from Corol-
lary 4.1.9. In fact, given W, € D" such that d¢p = 0 and such that
s([ov], Hy (M, g)z) C 27Z, for each A € T'(C(P)) and 1 € Gp, one has

Wi (A +n) = Ws(A) exp (i(dv,n)) = We(A) exp (i5([ov], [1])) = Ws(N).
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This shows that W, lies in D".

For the converse implication, take Wy € DB. Considering only gauge
transformations of the form exp(C*>(M, g)) we deduce that d¢y = 0. In fact,
taking into account the argument before eq. (4.1.7), for each A\ € I'(C(P)) and
each x € C*(M,g), one reads

Ws(A) exp (—i(6dy, x)) = Wa(A —dx) = Ws(N),

whence (6¢y,x) € 2nZ for each x € C*(M,g). Since C*(M,g) is a vector
space and (-,-) : QL(M, g*) x Q' (M, g) — R is bilinear, §¢y = 0 and one can
consider [¢y] € Hls(M,g*). The fact that W, is gauge invariant translates
into the condition 5([¢v], HY(M, g)z) C 27Z due to Corollary 4.1.9.

Clearly, the condition equivalent to gauge invariance is satisfied if W, €
Dkin is such that ¢y € 6Q2(M, g*) since in this case s([¢v], Hi(M, g)z) = {0}.

Let us also assume that M is of finite type. Therefore HL(M, g)z is a
finitely generated free Abelian group which admits a Z-module basis {[w;]}
generating HY (M, g) over the field R, see the argument after Proposition 4.1.8.
Applying Theorem 2.2.7, one gets an isomorphism H. ;(M, g*) — (HY(M, g))*,
[a] — s([a],-). Given z € Hom(H}(M, g)z,27Z), we define Iz € H!;(M, g*)
imposing s(1z, [w]) = 2(w]) for each [w] € HY(M, g)z. Since s(-,-) is bilinear
and non-degenerate and H}(M, g)7 generates Hj(M, g) over R, Iz is uniquely
specified. Therefore one gets the sought injective homomorphism

I : Hom(HY(M, g)z,27Z) — HLs(M, g*).

Taking W, € D" such that d¢y = 0, one realizes that W,, € DB if and only if
[pv] € H (M, g*) lies in the image of the homomorphism 7. In fact, given z €
Hom(HY(M, g)z,27Z), by definition one has 5(Iz, H: (M, g)z) = z(HA (M, g)) C
277Z. For the converse, assuming that s([¢y], H: (M, g)z) C 27Z, one can define
z € Hom(H}(M, g)z,277Z) on generators setting z([w;]) = s([¢v], [wi]), whence,
[¢v] = Iz per construction. O

The complex exponential weakens the constraint imposed by gauge invari-
ance if compared to the case of EBV, see Proposition 4.2.1. In fact, via expo-
nentiation, all elements in €2V define elements of D5V, but, depending on the
spacetime topology, there can be elements of DY which are not of the form
exp(iQy)) for any Oy € EBV. For this reason, contrary to Ep¥, DBV succeeds
in separating gauge equivalence classes of connections at least in case the base
manifold is of finite type, cfr. Theorem 4.2.2 and Remark 4.2.3. We prove
this fact in the next theorem. In particular, D5V detects flat connections and
hence it is suitable to provide observables which can detect the Aharonov-
Bohm effect. As we will see in the remark below, Wilson loops on P can be
interpreted as distributional counterparts of the more regular gauge invariant
affine characters in D&Y,

Theorem 4.3.2. Let M be an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime
of finite type and consider a principal G-bundle P over M. Two connections
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AN N € T(C(P)) are gauge equivalent, namely there exists n € Gp such that
A+n =N, if and only if Wy(\) = Wy(X) for all Wy € DE.

Proof. Exploiting the affine structure of T'(C(P)), one finds w € Q' (M, g) such
that A +w = N. Evaluating Wy € DY on X, one gets

Wi(X) = Wy(A) exp (i(dv,w)) -

Therefore, we have to show that w lies in Gp if and only if (¢, w) is an integer
multiple of 27 for each W,, € DEY.

Let us start from the implication “<=". According to Proposition 4.3.1,
W, € D with ¢y € dQ3(M,g*) lies in DV, Therefore the condition
(v, w) € 27Z for all W, € DB entails (da,w) € 27Z for each o € Q2(M, g*)
in particular, whence dw = 0. Therefore one can consider [w] € H}(M, g).
If one could prove that [w] lies in H}(M, g)z, then Corollary 4.1.9 entails
w € Gp. Recalling the hypothesis and exploiting Proposition 4.3.1, we de-
duce that 5([8], [w]) € 27Z for each [3] € Hls(M,g*)z. Therefore 5(1z,[w]) €
277 for each z € Hom(HY(M, g)z,277Z), where I : Hom(H}(M, g)z,277Z) —
H!s(M,g*) is defined in Proposition 4.3.1. As in the proof of the proposition
just mentioned, let us consider a Z-module basis {[w;]} of H} (M, g)z generating
HL (M, g) over R, see also Subsection 4.1.1. We introduce the dual Z-module
basis {2} € Hom(Hy(M, g)z,27Z) of {|w;]} imposing z*([w;]) = 274} for each
i,j. Since 2ma’ = 5(I2',[w]) € 27Z, we can define [@] = a'|w;] € HY(M, g)z.
Per construction we get the following:

s(I2, (@) = 2'([@]) = 2 (! |w)]) = @ 270} = 2ma; = (12", [w]) .

Since {[w;]} spans H}(M, g) over R, {Iz'} spans H!;(M, g*) over R. Therefore,
the equation displayed above entails [w] = [0] € H}(M, g)z.

The converse implication “ = 7 is straightforward. In fact, n € Gp en-
tails [n] € HY(M, g)z. Therefore, for each Wy € DB, by Proposition 4.3.1,
s([ov], HY(M, g)z) C 27Z, whence (¢v,n) € 27Z and Wy(A + 1) = Wy(\) for
each A € ['(C(P)). O

Remark 4.3.3 (Wilson loops as gauge invariant affine characters). Let P be
a principal U(1)-bundle over an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime
M and consider a closed curve v : T — M. The pull-back bundle v*P is a
principal U(1)-bundle over T fitting into the following commutative diagram
where the vertical arrows are the bundle projections:

vP1-p

|

Since H?(T,Z) is trivial, v*P is a trivial principal bundle. Thus, one can
consider a global section o € I'(y*P). Using o, one can evaluate the Wilson
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loop of a connection along the closed path v. Given a connection A € I'(C(P)),
consider the corresponding connection form wy € Q}(P), see Remark 2.4.18.
Via pull-back one gets a g-valued 1-form o*(5*w,) € Q'(T,g), which can be
integrated over T, thus providing a group element W, (\) € G = U(1):

W, : T(C(P)) — C, A W, (A) = exp (/T J*('_y*w)\)) .

The map W, does not depend on the choice of the trivialization o of v*P.
In fact, two trivializations differ by a gauge transformation f € C>(T,U(1)),
which shifts the exponent in the formula displayed above by an integer mul-
tiple of 2mi € g. For the same reason W, is a gauge invariant functional on
I'(C(P)). Wy() is the standard Wilson loop of the connection A on the prin-
cipal U(1)-bundle P along the closed path . At first glance, one realizes that
the exponent, regarded as a function of ), is a distributional section of C(P)T
supported in (T). In particular, W, is a gauge invariant affine character,
namely the following identity holds:

W, (A + 0) = W,(\) exp </Ty*9) . YAeT(C(P)), Vo eQ'(M,g).

Notice that we will refrain from taking into account this kind of distributional
sections in the following since, according to Theorem 4.3.2, smooth sections of
C(P)" with compact support are already sufficiently many to define an Abelian
group D&Y of more regular gauge invariant affine characters which succeed in
separating connections up to gauge, at least when the base manifold if of finite

type.

Similarly to the situation of Section 4.2 there are gauge invariant affine
characters which take the constant value 1 on-shell (we will refer to these
functionals as the “vanishing” ones). In fact, just by exponentiation of any
Oy € EF™, one gets W, = exp(iOy) such that W,(A) = 1 for each A\ € Sp.
For this reason, we introduce the subgroup of gauge invariant affine characters
vanishing on-shell DE® C DV and we quotient them out to define observables
via affine characters:

inv
_Dp

Dt = {Ws € D"+ Wy(Sp) = {1}} , Dr = D -
P

(4.3.3)

Extending our convention to the present setting, we will denote elements of
Dp by Wy Per construction, Dp is naturally paired to [Sp:

Dp x [Sp] = C, (Dyap, [N)) = Dy(N), (4.3.4)

By definition of DE™, the pairing defined above is non-degenerate in the first
argument, namely gauge equivalence classes of on-shell connections separate
points in Dp. Furthermore, the same property holds for the second argument
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as well whenever the base space M of the principal U(1)-bundle P is of finite
type, as shown by Theorem 4.3.2.

The definition of gauge invariant affine characters vanishing on-shell is quite
implicit and one might be interested in having a more explicit characteriza-
tion of this Abelian group. This result can be achieved arguing similarly to
Proposition 4.2.6 under the assumption that the base manifold of the principal
bundle taken into account is of finite type. In fact, consider W, € D" and
choose a reference connection A € Sp. Then, for each w € Q'(M, g) such that
d0dw = 0, one has

exp (i(ov,w)) = Wy(\) exp (i(¢v,w)) = Ws(A+w)=1.

This entails that (¢y,w) = 0 for each w € Q'(M,g) such that ddw = 0.
Furthermore, d¢y = 0 according to Proposition 4.3.1. Therefore, we can apply
Proposition 3.2.3 to ¢y and conclude that there exists p € QL(M,g*) such
that ddp = ¢y. Introducing W,, = exp(—iM*(p)), one can check that W,, =
W,. In fact, taking X € Sp as a reference, one can span ['(C(P)) simply by
translating the reference X by elements of Q'(M, g). Since both Wy and W,
give 1 upon evaluation on 5\, they coincide if both ¢ and v have the same linear
parts. This is indeed the case since ¥y = ddp = ¢y .
We collect the results presented above in the following theorem.

Theorem 4.3.4. Let M be an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime and
consider a principal G-bundle P over M. Then the space of gauge equivalence
classes of connections [Sp| separates points in Dp via the pairing Dp X [Sp| —
C defined in (4.3.4). Furthermore, assuming M is of finite type, the space
Wp of observables defined via affine characters separates points in [Sp| via the
same pairing and DE™ = exp(iM*(QL(M, g*))), where M* : QL(M, g*) — EXn
denotes the dual of the affine differential operator M : T(C(P)) — QY(M, g),
see Example 4.2.5.

The last theorem motivates our choice to consider gauge invariant affine
characters to test connections up to gauge. A more direct motivation for
the need of exponential functionals has been recently worked out in detail in
[BSS14, Appendix A]. On account of the arguments presented in this reference,
the space of gauge equivalence classes of connections is a Fréchet manifold
isomorphic to the product of a torus and a Fréchet space. In particular, notice
that the torus factor is the one which is responsible for the Aharonov-Bohm
effect. These observations entail that the gauge invariant affine functionals
introduced in Section 4.2 cannot distinguish points on the torus factor (namely
the Aharonov-Bohm effect cannot be detected) and that the gauge invariant
affine characters considered in the present section are needed in order to achieve
this result.

Remark 4.3.5 (Observables testing magnetic and electric charges). In full
analogy with Remark 4.2.7, for a principal G-bundle P over an m-dimensional
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globally hyperbolic spacetime M, in the present approach we still have observ-
ables testing both the d-cohomology class and the d-cohomology class of the
curvature FI(\) € Q3(M, g) N Q%(M, g) associated to a gauge equivalence class
of on-shell connections [A] € [Sp|. In fact, one can repeat the arguments of
the above mentioned remark simply taking into account Oy and Oy in EBY as
defined there and introducing Wy and Wy in Dp by specifying their repre-
sentatives exp(iQy) and respectively exp(iQ,) in DiY.

Further details on this topic can be found in [BDS14a, Section 6] and in
[BDHS14, Remark 5.5].

Our Abelian group Dp of observables defined out of affine characters can be
endowed with a presymplectic bilinear form induced by the Lagrangian (4.2.6):

vp : Dp x Dp — R, (W[¢], W[w]) — (qbv, Giﬂv)h . (435)

Note that this presymplectic form is defined by the same formula we had in
Proposition 4.2.8. In fact, this formula provides a well-defined presymplectic
form both on £p and Dp since gauge invariant functionals both in €%V and in
DY have coclosed linear parts, cfr. Proposition 4.2.1 for €2V and Proposition
4.3.1 for D¥. In particular, one can adapt the proof of Proposition 4.2.8 to
this case as well. Doing so, (Dp,vp) becomes a presymplectic Abelian group.

As for the case of the presymplectic space (Ep, 7p), we want to characterize
the null space of the presymplectic Abelian group (Dp, vp):

RP = {W[¢] € Dp . UP(W[d)};DP) = {O}} . (436)

Actually, in view of the analysis of the quantum case, we are also interested in
the following subgroup:

Zp={W4 € Dp : vp(W,5,Dp) C 27Z} . (4.3.7)

As we will see in Remark 4.3.20, Zp labels commuting generators of the quan-
tum algebra. Notice that by definition, Rp is a subgroup of Zp.

Proposition 4.3.6. Let M be an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime
and consider a principal G-bundle P over M. Consider the presymplectic
form vp on Dp introduced in (4.3.5) and take W, € DBY. Then the following
implications hold true:

1. If gy € 6(Q2(M, g") N dQ (M, g7)), then W) € Rp;
2. 1If W[¢] € Rp, then ¢y € 5di<M, g*)

Furthermore, under the assumption that M is of finite type, the null space Rp
has the following explicit characterization:

Rp = {0, € €5 6y € 6(Q2(M,g") NdAQL(M.g)} /€5
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Proof. The proof of the first and of the second statements is the same as for
Proposition 4.2.9. In fact, the argument only relies on two facts which are
shown in Proposition 4.3.1:

1. If W, lies in DBY, then it is defined out of a section ¢ € I'.(C(P)") with
coclosed linear part ¢y € Q! (M, g*);

2. Each W,, € D&" which is defined out of a section ¢ € I'.(C(P)") with
coexact linear part ¢y € 6Q2(M, g*) actually lies in DY,

In case M is of finite type, we can refine the second part of the theorem.
Assuming that Wi € Rp, one finds n € Q2,(M,g*) such that on = ¢v.
This entails that h~1(G¢y) is closed and one can consider its cohomology class
[h~1(Gov)] € HY (M, g),” Furthermore one has s([¢v], [R™' (G¢y)]) = 0 for each
W,y € DiY. Recalling the characterization of DY provided by Proposition
4.3.1 for M of finite type, one concludes that s([a], [R™!(G¢y)]) = 0 for each
la] € Hl4(M,g*)z. Since H. (M, g*)z generates H! (M, g*) over R, see the
proof of Theorem 4.3.2, exploiting also Theorem 2.2.7, one concludes that
[h"Y(Geéy)] = 0 in Hi(M, g), meaning that there exists y € C*(M, g*) such
that dy = G¢y. Since d¢y = 0, we deduce Ly = ddy = 0. Therefore there
exists a € C°(M, g*) such that Ga = x, whence we find 6 € Q[ (M, g*) which
fulfils 00 = ¢y — da. In particular 00 = —a and hence ¢y = ddf. Recalling
that ¢y = on with n € Q2(M, g*) too, one deduces that df = 7, thus leading
to the conclusion that ¢y € §(Q3(M, g*) N dQL(M, g*)). O

Proposition 4.3.7. Let M be an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime
of finite type and consider a principal G-bundle P over M. Consider the
presymplectic structure vp on Dp introduced in (4.3.5) and take Oy € DRY.
Under these hypotheses, one finds

Zp={Wy € Dp" : by € 0%4(M,g"), W1 (Gov)] € Hy(M, 9)z} /Dp".

Proof. Let us show first of all the inclusion “D”. Given W, € D}?V such that
oy € 602 (M, g*) and [h~1(Goy)] € HY(M, g)z, for each Wiy € DB, one gets

vpWiy, Wig) = s([¥v], [h71(Gov)]) = 2([h ™ (Gov))) € 2nZ,

where 2z € Hom(HY(M, g)z,27Z)) is such that Iz = [i)y] as stated by Propo-
sition 4.3.1 under the assumption that M is of finite type.

To prove the inclusion “C”, consider W,, € DB such that vp(Dp, W) C
27Z. Since each Wy, € DE™ with ¢y € §Q%(M, g*) lies in DY, our hypothesis
entails (01, Goy ), € 277 for each n € Q*(M, g*), whence h™!(G¢y ) is closed.
In particular, one can find a € Q*(M, g*) satisfying Oa = d¢y, implying
that da = 0. Since ¢y is coclosed, one also deduces ¢y = da € 6Q2 (M, g*).
According to our hypothesis and recalling Proposition 4.3.1 for M of finite type,

"Recall that h : g — g* has been fixed once and for all in (4.2.6).

139



4. U(1) Yang-Mills model

one has s([a], [h"1(Goy)]) € 2nZ for each [a] € H! (M, g*)z. Repeating the
argument in the proof of Theorem 4.3.2; one can introduce a Z-module basis
{[wi]} of HY(M, g)z and its dual Z-module basis {[a']} of H!;(M, g*)z impo-
sing 5([o], [w)]) = 2m0?. Notice that {[w;]} generates Hj(M, g) over R, while
{[a']} generates H! ;(M, g*)7 over R. Setting 2ma’ = s([a], [A"(Gov)]) € 27Z,
one can define [w| = a’[w;] € HY(M, g)z and compare it with [A~1(Goy)] €
Hy(M, g):

s([0'], [@]) = d's([o], [wy]) = 2ma’ 6 = 2ma’ = 5([a’], A7 (Gv)]) -

Since the chain of identities displayed above holds for each element of the Z-
module basis {[a’]} of H!;(M, g*)z, which is also a basis over R of H! (M, g*),
and the pairing 5(-,-) : H:;(M, g*) x H{(M, g) — R is non-degenerate accord-
ing to Theorem 2.2.7, one deduces that [h~'(Gey)] = [@] € HY(M, g)z, thus
concluding the proof. m

Example 4.3.8 (Non-trivial null space). Let M be an m-dimensional glob-
ally hyperbolic with Cauchy hypersurface diffeomorphic to R x T™ 2. On M
consider the trivial principal bundle P = M x U(1). Example 3.2.7 for k =1
provides a 2-form § € Q?,(M) N dQL(M) such that [0] € H2,(M) is non-
trivial. Exploiting the dual of the curvature map F : T(C(P)) — Q*(M,g),
one can introduce W, = exp(iF*(if)), cfr. Example 4.2.4. Since ¢y = —idf
and exploiting Proposition 4.3.6, one deduces that W, € Rp. It remains only
to check that W) is not the trivial element of Dp. Observing that M is of
finite type and applying Theorem 4.3.4, by contradiction one can assume that
there exists n € QL(M, g*) such that W, = exp(iM*(n)). As a consequence,
—i00 = ¢y = —ddn, whence § = d(—in), thus contradicting the fact that
6] € H2,(M) is non-trivial. This shows that there are examples of princi-
pal U(1)-bundles over globally hyperbolic spacetimes for which both Rp and
Zp O Rp are non-trivial.

The next theorem shows that, at least up to locality, also the approach
we are adopting in this section fits into the scheme of [BFV03, Definition 2.1]
adapted to the present setting, where the target is the category PSymA of
presymplectic Abelian groups.

Theorem 4.3.9. Let m > 2 and G = U(1). Consider the principal G-bundles
P and Q) over the m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetimes M and re-
spectively N. Given a principal bundle map f : P — @ covering a causal
embedding f : M — N, the linear map To(C(f)T) : T(C(P)") — T(C(Q)T)

defined in Lemma 4.2.11 induces the presymplectic linear map
PSA(S) : (Dp,vp) = (Do, vg), Wis = Wirewhe) -

Setting PSA(P) = (Dp, vp) for each principal G-bundle P over an m-dimen-
sional globally hyperbolic spacetime M, BSA : PrBungny, — PSymA turns out
to be a covariant functor which fulfils both causality and the time-slice axiom:
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Causality Consider the principal G-bundles Py, P, and ) over the m-di-
mensional globally hyperbolic spacetimes My, My and N. Furthermore,
assume f: P, — Q and h : Py — @ are principal bundle maps covering
the causal embeddings f : M1 — N and respectively h : My — N whose
images are causally disjoint in N, namely f(My)NJIn(h(Ms)) = 0. Then

vo (BSA(f)Dp,, P&SA(h)Dp,) = {0} ;

Time-slice axiom Consider the principal G-bundles P and ) over the m-
dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetimes M and respectively N. Fur-
thermore, assume that f : P — Q is a principal bundle map covering a
Cauchy morphism f: M — N. Then PSA(f) : PSA(P) — PSA(Q)
is an isomorphism.

Proof. We will only sketch the proof since the arguments already presented
in Theorem 4.2.12, Theorem 4.2.13 and Theorem 4.2.17 require only minimal
adjustments. In fact, it is straightforward to check that T'.(C(f)") maps Triv5
to Trivé, cfr. (4.3.2). In particular one gets a map

Lf : ngn — Dgn , W¢ — WF(C(f)T)¢ .
Furthermore, exponentiation of (4.2.8) entails the identity

(LiWe)(A) = Wu(T(C(£)) (V) , VAel(C(Q))-

On account of this formula, the argument presented in the proof of Theorem
4.2.12 shows that Ly maps D" to Dj"; moreover, it is again the naturality of
M which ensures that Ly maps Dg™ to D" also in this case. Therefore the
homomorphism PSA(f) : Dp — Dy is well-defined. Since the presymplectic
form is only sensitive to the linear part, the argument of Theorem 4.2.12 proves
that PSA : (Dp,vp) — (Dg,vq) is a presymplectic homomorphism. Again,
the fact that I'.(C(-)) : PrBunguy, — Vec is a covariant functor entails that so
is PSA : PrBungpy, — PSymA.

Causality goes through exactly as in the case of Theorem 4.2.13 because
it only relies on the supports of the linear parts of the sections which define
observables. For the time-slice axiom, one observes that it is possible to prove
analogues of Lemma 4.2.14 and of Lemma 4.2.16 for gauge invariant affine char-
acters DB, In fact, the proofs rely only on the fact that, for each W, € D,
oy is coclosed, cfr. Proposition 4.3.1. Using the analogues of these lemmas,
one can prove the time-slice axiom in the present setting mimicking the proof
of Theorem 4.2.17. O

4.3.1 Failure of locality

The aim of this subsection is to show that the covariant functor PSS :
PrBungny, — PSymA violates the locality property of [BEV03, Definition 2.1]
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and moreover that locality cannot be restored by quotients. The situation
here is very close to the one for Maxwell 1-forms, see Subsection 3.2.1. In fact,
most of the results of the present subsection rely on the failure of locality for
Maxwell 1-forms.

Example 4.3.10 (Non-injective presymplectic homomorphisms). We exploit
Example 3.2.13 for k = 1 and arbitrary spacetime dimension m > 2. Consider
the same globally hyperbolic spacetimes M and N defined therein, together
with the causal embedding f : M — N. On top of M and N, take the trivial
principal U(1)-bundles P and Q. Obviously, there is a principal bundle map
f: P — Q covering f: M — N which acts trivially on the fibers. For m > 3
we consider W, € 13111)w introduced in Example 4.3.8 by means of the dual
of the curvature map. For m = 2 we take W, = exp(iF*(if)) € DB with
0 € (2,(M)NdQL(M))\ dQL(M) as specified in the second part of Example
3.2.13. In both cases, Wiy € Dp is a non-trivial element of the null space
Rp of the presymplectic form vp. Specifically, Proposition 4.3.1 entails that
W, € D&Y, while Theorem 4.3.4, together with the fact that M is of finite
type, entails that W, ¢ Dg™. In fact, W, € DE™ would imply 6 € dQ(M),
which is a contradiction, see the last part of Example 4.3.8. We note that
PSRA(f)Wig) € D is trivial. In fact, choosing the representative Wr_c(s)t)4 €
D and recalling that HZ (N, g*) is trivial in the case m > 3, while [if 6] = 0
in H2,(N, g*) in the case m = 2, ¢fr. Example 3.2.13, one finds n € QL(N, g*)
such that dn = if 6. Therefore, introducing Wy = exp(iM*(n)) € D§", for

each A € T'(C(Q)) one gets the following chain of identities:
Weems(N) = Wa(TCN)N) = exp (i(i0, F(TC(H)(N)))
= exp <z(z9,fF()\))> = exp <z’(ii*0, F(A)))

= exp (z (dn, F(A))) = exp (1 (/\/l*(n))()\)>
=Wy(N).

For the last computation we exploited the fact that, according to Remark
2.4.22, the curvature map is a natural transformation. Therefore Wr_c(s)1yp =
Wy, whence BSA(f)Wg = 1 in Dg. In particular, the kernel of PSA(f) :
PSA(P) — PSA(Q) is non-trivial.

Theorem 4.3.11. Let m > 2 and G = U(1). The covariant functor PGS :
PrBungny, — PSymA wviolates the locality property according to [BFV03, Def-
inition 2.1], namely there exists a principal bundle map f such that PSA(f)
has non-trivial kernel.

Proof. Counterexamples to the locality property are provided by Example
4.3.10 and references therein. In particular, it is shown that the violation of
locality occurs already in the case of connected globally hyperbolic spacetimes
of finite type in dimension m > 3, while a non-connected spacetime enters the
counterexample for the case m = 2. O
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Similarly to the case of Maxwell 1-forms, c¢fr. Theorem 3.2.17, one can
show that, for a given principal U(1)-bundle map f : P — @ covering a causal
embedding f : M — N between m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetimes
of finite type, the failure of locality for PSA(f) : PSA(P) — PSA(Q) is only
due to the kernel of H2 ((f) : H? (M, g*) — H2 (N, g*) being non-trivial.

Lemma 4.3.12. Let m > 2 and G = U(1). On a principal G-bundle P over
an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime M, consider the presymplectic
homomorphism

F* i Hg(M, g") — PEA(P) [0] = Wil

where Wy, = exp(iF*(0)) for an arbitrary choice of a representative 6 € [6)].
Here H2 (M, g*) is regarded as a presymplectic Abelian group endowed with
the trivial presymplectic structure. F* : H? {((*)pase) — PSS defines a natural
transformation between covariant functors taking values in the category PSymA
of presymplectic Abelian groups, which is injective when restricted to the full
subcategory PrBunguypr of principal G-bundles over m-dimensional globally hy-
perbolic spacetimes of finite type.

Proof. First of all, note that .Z* : H? {(M, g*) — PSA(P) is well-defined. In
fact, F* : Q*(M,g*) — EB maps dQL (M, g*) to M*(QL(M, g*)), cfr. Example
4.2.4 and Example 4.2.5, and via exponentiation £V is mapped to DEY. Fur-
thermore, Z* : H2 (M, g*) — PSA(P) preserves the presymplectic structures
since, for 1,60 € Q2 (M, g*), the linear parts of F*(n) and of F*(#) are —don
and respectively —d6. Therefore, it follows that

vp(F* (), Z*((0))) = (90, Ga0)y = (1, GddO), = (n, GTIO), = 0.

Notice that Z* : H2 (M, g*) — PSA(P) is injective if M is of finite type:
Assuming that 6 € Q2 ,(M, g*) is such that .Z*([f]) vanishes in Dp, one finds
n € QLM,g*) such that exp(iF*(0)) = exp(iM*(n)), cfr. Theorem 4.3.4,
whence 60 = ddn, which entails ultimately [0] = [dn] = 0 in H? (M, g*).
F* H24((Dbase, 8F) — PGS is a natural transformation on account of the
naturality of the curvature map F : T'(C(+)) — Q2%((*)base, ), see Remark 2.4.22.

[l

Theorem 4.3.13. Let m > 2 and G = U(1). Consider a principal bundle map
f: P — Q covering a causal embedding f : M — N between m-dimensional
globally hyperbolic spacetimes of finite type. Then PSA(f) : PSA(P) —
PSV(Q) is injective if and only if HZ (f,g*) : HZ4(M) — HZ4(N,g*) is

1mjective too.

Proof. From a principal bundle map f : P — () covering a causal embed-
ding f : M — N between m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetimes of
finite type, on account of Lemma 4.3.11, one gets the commutative diagram in
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PSymA displayed below, whose vertical arrows are injective:

H2,(f0) .
H24(M, g%) ———HZ24(N, g")

#| |

PSA(P) ,BG—W"BGQ[(Q)

Injectivity of PSA(f) entails the same property for H? ((f, g*). For the con-
verse implication, suppose that H2,(f, g*) is injective and take Wy € Dp in
the kernel of PSA(f). Since Proposition 3.2.12 holds true also for presym-
plectic Abelian groups, namely ker(PSA(f)) is a subgroup of Rp, we deduce
that Wy4 € Rp. In particular, according to Proposition 4.3.6, there exists
0 € Q?(M,g*) such that —40 = ¢y. By construction, .Z*([0]) agrees with
Wy up to a constant phase ¢ € U(1), namely #*([f]) = cW4. Regarding
the constant phase ¢ as a constant functional in Dp and observing that con-
stant functionals are left unchanged by PSA(f), see also Remark 4.2.18, one
deduces that

F([£,0]) = BSAS) (F([0])) = PSA(f)(c Wyg)) = ¢ BSA(f)Wg = c.

Since M is of finite type, recalling Theorem 4.3.4, the last identity entails that
0f .0 = 0d¢ for a suitable £ € QL(N, g*), therefore f 0 = d¢, whence [f 6] =0
and ¢ = 1. Yet, according to our hypothesis, H? (f, g*) is injective, hence
there exists n € QL(M, g*) such that § = dn. This shows that Wyg = 1, thus
concluding the proof. m

Up to now we have shown that the covariant functor ‘B&S : PrBungny, —
PSymA describing observables defined via affine characters for the Yang-Mills
model with structure group U(1) over globally hyperbolic spacetimes violates
the locality property. This result, at least on the full subcategory PrBungypr
whose objects have base spacetimes of finite type, is related to the failure
of locality for the cohomology functor H2 ((-)base, §%) : PrBungpy, — PSymA,
cfr. Theorem 4.3.13. The situation is very similar to the one in Chapter 3
for Maxwell 1-forms. One might wonder whether locality for PGS can be
recovered by suitable quotients. Below we show that this is not possible. The
argument relies on the similar result presented in Theorem 3.2.21. In fact, for
a given principal U(1)-bundle P over a globally hyperbolic spacetime M, this
is due to the following facts:

1. Compactly supported forms defining gauge invariant linear functionals
for Maxwell 1-forms in the null space N}, of the presymplectic form 75,
lie in §(Q2(M) NdQL(M)), see Proposition 3.2.6;

2. Sections of I'.(C(P)") whose linear part is of the type §(Q%(M,g*) N
dQL.(M, g*)) always provide gauge invariant affine characters in the null
space Rp of the presymplectic form vp, cfr. Proposition 4.3.6.
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Example 4.3.14. Consider the same geometrical setting of Example 3.2.20
in the case k = 1. However, on top of each globally hyperbolic spacetime,
take the trivial principal U(1)-bundle. Therefore, both in dimension m > 3
and in dimension m = 2, one has three trivial principal U(1)-bundles P, @
and R respectively covering the globally hyperbolic spacetimes M, N and O
introduced in the first part of Example 3.2.20 for m > 3 and in the second part
for m = 2. Furthermore, one has the obvious principal bundle maps f : P — @)
and h : P — R covering the causal embeddings f: M — N and h: M — O
described in the example mentioned above.® B

Let us first consider the case m > 3. The topology of M has been chosen in
such a way that, according to Example 4.2.10, one can exhibit a non-constant
element Wiy € Rp of the null space. In particular, notice that HZ (M, g*) ~
R. The topology of O is such that H2 (O, g*) vanishes, whence PSA(h)Wy =
1 since it is represented by exp(iM*(n)) for a suitable n € QL(M, g*) and such
functional is trivial on-shell. For m = 2, we refer to Example 4.3.10 to exhibit
a non-trivial element Wy € Rp of the null space which vanishes when mapped
to Dg via PSA(h). In both cases m > 3 and m = 2, N has compact Cauchy
hypersurfaces, hence R contains only constant functionals and actually even
Zq is such, cfr. Proposition 4.3.6 and Proposition 4.3.7. Therefore, either
PSA(f)Wyg) is constant or PSA(f) maps W4 out of Z,. However, the
topology of N is such that H? (f,g*) is injective (also an isomorphism for
m = 2, in fact), therefore, by Theorem 4.3.13, PSA(f) is injective, whence

PSA(f )Wy & Zo.

To state the next theorem, we need to adapt the definition of a (quo-
tientable) subfunctor to the case where the target is the category PSymA of
presymplectic Abelian groups. In fact, simply replacing presymplectic vector
spaces with presymplectic Abelian groups everywhere in Definition 3.2.18, one
gets the corresponding notion of a (quotientable) subfunctor and, moreover,
rephrasing Proposition 3.2.19, one can introduce the quotient functor whenever
a quotientable subfunctor of a covariant functor to PSymA is assigned.

Theorem 4.3.15. Let m > 2 and G = U(1). The covariant functor LS :
PrBunghy, — PSymA has no quotientable subfunctor Q : PrBungpy, — PSymA
which recovers the locality property of [BFV03, Definition 2.1], namely such
that SPSA/Q(f) is injective for each principal G-bundle map f covering a
causal embedding.

Proof. Let m > 2 and by contradiction, assume there exists a quotientable
subfunctor Q : PrBungpy, — PSymA of P& : PrBungpy, — PSymV such that
the locality property is recovered taking the quotient by Q. Example 4.3.14
shows that, in both cases m > 3 and m = 2, one gets the diagram in PrBungpy,

8Note the slightly different notation compared to Example 3.2.20. The causal embed-
dings, which are indicated there as f and h, are denoted here by f and h, while f and h
label now the principal bundle maps covering f and h which act as the identity on the fibers.
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displayed below, where all principal bundles are trivial:

A

Furthermore, we know that there exists a non-trivial element W4 of ‘BPSA(P)
which lies in the kernel of BPSA(h) : PrBungny, — PSymA. Since the quo-
tient by Q is supposed to recover locality, W4 must be contained inside
Q(P). However, 9 : PrBungny, — PSymA being a subfunctor of PSS,
Q(f) : Q(P) — Q(Q) coincides with the restriction of PSA(f) : PSA(P) —
PSA(Q) to Q(P), hence PSA(f)W)4 should lie in Q(@). This is in contrast
with the assumption that Q is quotientable. In fact, Example 4.3.14 shows
that PSA(f)Wg) is not even contained in Zg 2O Rg. O

Remark 4.3.16. Theorem 4.3.15 proves that locality cannot be recovered
by quotientable subfunctors of PSA : PrBungny, — PSymA. In particular, for
m > 3, this happens even restricting ‘B&2 to the full subcategory of PrBunghy,
whose objects have connected m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetimes as
bases. Note that this includes the most prominent physical situation, namely
m = 4.

4.3.2 Recovering isotony a la Haag-Kastler

In the previous subsection we exhibited the failure of locality for the covariant
functor PSA : PrBunghy, — PSymA describing affine character observables
for the Yang-Mills model with structure group U(1) over globally hyperbolic
spacetimes. Furthermore, Theorem 4.3.15 shows that the locality property
cannot be recovered taking the quotient by a suitable quotientable subfunctor.
We want to show that isotony can be recovered in the Haag-Kastler framework
[HK64]. The approach is basically the same as the one in Subsection 3.2.2
for Maxwell k-forms. The material of this subsection can be found also in
[BDHS14, Subsection 6].

Let us fix a target principal U(1)-bundle P over an m-dimensional glob-
ally hyperbolic spacetime M. Instead of looking at the category PrBungnyp,
we restrict the functor PSA to the subcategory PrBunp of PrBungny, whose
objects are restrictions Pp of the fixed target principal bundle P to causally
compatible open subsets O C M. Note that each object comes together with
an inclusion tpr : Po — P, which is indeed a morphism in PrBungpy,. Fur-
thermore, morphisms in PrBunp are only those induced by inclusions, namely
there is a morphism tpor from Py to Py if and only if O C O’ and this is
the principal bundle map covering the causal embedding specified by the in-
clusion. In particular, each morphism tp o from Py to Po in PrBunp provides
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the commutative diagram in the category PrBunp displayed below:

P (4.3.8)

LOV \O/A{

PO PO/

LO o'
With an abuse of notation, we denote the restriction of ‘P& : PrBungpy, —
PSymA to the subcategory PrBunp by the same symbol, namely we write
PSA : PrBunp — PSymA for the restricted functor. Our aim is to find a
quotientable subfunctor of PSA : PrBunp — PSymA such that the quotient
functor, besides causality and the time-slice axiom, fulfils isotony too, namely
such that each morphism in PrBunp induces an injective morphism in PSymA.
The existence of such quotientable subfunctor is shown below. The proof essen-
tially relies on the observation that the category PrBunp has P as its terminal
object.

Lemma 4.3.17. Let m > 2, G = U(1) and consider a principal G-bundle P
over an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime M. The following assign-
ment defines a quotientable subfunctor Ketp : PrBunp — PSymA of the covari-
ant functor SPSA : PrBunp — PSymA: To each object Py in PrBunp, assign
the object Rerp(Pp) = ker(PSUA(tom)) (endowed with the trivial presymplec-
tic structure) in PSymA and, to each morphism oo : Po — Po in PrBunp,
assign the morphism Ketp(toor) : Rerp(Po) — Rerp(Por) in PSymA obtained
as the restriction of PSWU(to o) : PEUA(Po) — PEA(Por) to Rerp(Fop).

Proof. For each object Pp in PrBunp, one has also a morphism to s to the
terminal object P. Introducing the Abelian group ker(P&SA(tos)) and re-
calling that Proposition 3.2.12 has an identical formulation for the category
PSymA of presymplectic Abelian groups, one deduces that ker(PSA(toar)) is
a subgroup of Rp,. Since the restriction to Rp, of the presymplectic struc-
ture of PSSV (Pp) is trivial, it is natural to define Rerp(FPp) as the Abelian
group ker(PSV (o pr)) endowed with the trivial presymplectic structure. Fur-
thermore, since by construction, for each object Py in PrBunp, Ketp(Fp)
is a subgroup of the null space of the presymplectic form of PSA(FPp), if
Ker : PrBunp — PSymA were a subfunctor of S : PrBunp — PSymA, then
it would be quotientable.

So far we dealt with objects in PrBunp. We still have to take care of
morphisms. Consider a morphism (oo : Po — FPo in PrBunp. Since P
is the terminal object in PrBunp, one gets the commutative diagram in the
category PrBunp which is displayed in (4.3.8), whence the covariant functor
PSA : PrBunp — PSymA provides a corresponding commutative diagram in
the category PSymA:

PSA(P)
PSATT) P 41
LO M Lot
- L
PSA(Fo) IO PSA(For)
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It follows that PSA(to o) maps the kernel of PSA(1opr) to the kernel of
PSA(tor ar). The presymplectic structures involved being trivial, Retp (Lo o) :
Rerp(Py) — Rerp(Por) obtained from PSA(1p o) by restriction to the kernel
of PSA(1o ar) is indeed a presymplectic homomorphism. Clearly the functorial
properties of PSA : PrBunp — PSymA are inherited by Kerp : PrBunp —
PSymA. Therefore this is a subfunctor of S : PrBunp — PSymA and hence
it is also quotientable according to the first part of the proof. ]

Theorem 4.3.18. Let m > 2, G = U(1) and consider a principal G-bundle P
over an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime M. The covariant func-
tor PSAp : PrBunp — PSymA defined as the quotient of SPSA : PrBunp —
PSymA by its quotientable subfunctor Kerp : PrBunp — PSymA (cfr. Lemma
4.3.17) satisfies the isotony property, namely PSAp assigns an injective mor-
phism in PSymA to each morphism in PrBunp. Furthermore, both causality
and the time-slice axiom hold for PSAp : PrBunp — PSymA.

Proof. The counterparts of Proposition 3.2.19 and of Lemma 3.2.24 for the cat-
egory PSymA of presymplectic Abelian groups ensure that SBSA, : PrBunp —
PSymA is a well-defined covariant functor. Injectivity of PBPSA (1o ar) for each
morphism tp s in PrBunp holds by construction. For a morphism ¢t in
PrBunp, we have a commutative diagram in PSymA coming from the one in

(4.3.8) via the functor PSAp:

PEAL(P) = PSA(P)
/ \
BSAp (to 1) BSAp (Lor ar)

PSAp(Fo)

PSAp(For)

PSAp (10 o)

Since we already know that PSUAp (o) is injective, PSAp (Lo o) must be
injective too since the diagram is commutative. This proves isotony. Both
causality and the time-slice axiom are inherited from the corresponding prop-
erties of the functor PSA : PrBun — PSymA, cfr. Theorem 4.3.9. m

Remark 4.3.19. The procedure to obtain a functor ‘PSA, : PrBunp —
PSymA which fulfils isotony has an interpretation similar to Remark 3.2.26. In
short, we fix a target principal U(1)-bundle P over an m-dimensional globally
hyperbolic spacetime M and we perform a suitable quotient of the covariant
functor SPSA : PrBunp — PSymA which provides S BS, : PrBunp — PSymA
fulfilling isotony. On each principal subbundle Py obtained restricting P to a
causally compatible open subset O of M, this procedure identifies all observ-
ables in Rerp(Pp) = ker(PSA(.O M)) with the constant functional 1. In case
there are non-trivial observables in the subgroup of Ketp(Pp) of PSA(Fp)
there are also connections in Sp, which give non-trivial results upon evalua-
tion on such observables. This follows from the definition of DY, cfr. (4.3.3)
and also Theorem 4.3.4. Therefore the quotient enforces implicitly a stricter
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on-shell condition for connections on a subregion, whose meaning is the fol-
lowing: A connection A € Sp, is on-shell (in the stricter sense implied by the
quotient which recovers isotony for the fixed target P) if there does not exist
any observable Wiy € PSU(Fp) with trivial image in PSA(P) which give a
non-trivial outcome upon evaluation on A, namely W4 ([A]) should be equal
to 1 for each Wiy € Rerp(Fp). Basically, we are imposing that on subre-
gions, observables should only provide information about field configurations
which is also available in the full system P. Further details can be found
in [BDHS14, Section 7].

4.3.3 Quantization

We conclude with the quantization of the classical covariant field theory ‘PSS :
PrBunghy, — PSymA describing observables for the Yang-Mills model with
structure group U(1) over m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetimes. The
covariant functor PGS is defined in Theorem 4.3.9, where it is also shown that
it fulfils both causality and the time-slice axiom. Yet, locality is violated on
account of Theorem 4.3.11 and moreover no quotient can recover this property,
cfr. Theorem 4.3.15. Quantization is performed composing with the covariant
functor €CR : PSymA — €ER, namely we define the covariant functor A =
CCR o PSA : PrBunghy, — C*Alg. We show below that A : PrBungny, —
C*Alg is a covariant quantum field theory, namely the quantum counterparts
of both causality and the time-slice axiom hold. The violation of locality
is still there after quantization and no proper quotient can be performed to
recover locality. However, fixing a target principal U(1)-bundle P over an
m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime M, one can obtain a covariant
functor PSA, : PrBunp — PSymA out of PSA : PrBungpy, — PSymA which
fulfils isotony, causality and the time-slice axiom, see Theorem 4.3.18. The
quantization of this functor provides a covariant functor Ap = €CR o PSA, -
PrBunp — C*Alg fulfilling the quantum counterparts of these properties.

Notice that, for a principal U(1)-bundle P over an m-dimensional globally
hyperbolic spacetime M, the generator of 2A(P) corresponding to an element
Wy € PSA(P) will be denoted by Wig.

Remark 4.3.20 (Center of the C*-algebra A(P)). Let P be a principal U(1)-
bundle over an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime M. The gener-
ators Wy of the C*-algebra 2A(P) corresponding to elements Wiy € Zp, cfr.
eq. (4.3.7), generate the center to the algebra A(P). In fact, given Wiy € Zp
and Wy, € PBSA(P), one can consider the corresponding algebra generators
W, and Wiy and conclude that

Wiy Wiy = e 27 (WM’WM)WMM = <W[“’“WM>WM Wi = Wiy Wig -

This result follows from the fact that, by definition of Zp, vp(Wig, Wiy) € Z
for each Wig € Zp and for each Wy, € PSA(P).
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Theorem 4.3.21. Let m > 2 and G = U(1). Consider the covariant functor
PSA : PrBunguy, — PSymA introduced in Theorem 4.3.9 and the covariant
functor €ER : PSymA — C*Alg presented in Theorem 2.5.7. The covariant
functor A = €CR o PSA : GHyp — C*Alg fulfils the quantum counterparts of

both causality and the time-slice axiom:

Causality If f : P, — Q and h : P, — @ are principal bundle maps cov-
ering causal embeddings f : My — N and h : My — N with causally
disjoint images in N, namely such that f(My) N Jy(h(Ms)) = 0, then
the C*-subalgebras A(f)(A(P1)) and A(h)(A(Py)) of the C*-algebra A(Q)

commute with each other;

Time-slice axiom If f : P — Q) is a principal bundle map covering a Cauchy
morphism f: M — N, then A(f) : A(P) — A(Q) is an isomorphism of
C*-algebras.

The covariant functor 2 : PrBungny, — C*Alg violates locality, namely there
exists a principal bundle map f : P — () covering a causal embedding f : M —
N such that A(f) : A(P) — A(Q) is not injective.

Proof. The composition of covariant functors is a covariant functor, therefore
2A : GHyp — C*Alg is a covariant functor. Causality and the time-slice ax-
iom follow respectively from the Weyl relations (2.5.1) and from functoriality,
keeping Theorem 4.3.9 in mind. Recalling the classical violation of locality,
cfr. Theorem 4.3.11, there exists a principal bundle map f : P — @ cover-
ing a causal embedding f : M — N and an element Wiy € BSA(P) in the
kernel of PSA(f) : PSA(P) — PSA(Q). According to the quantization
procedure presented in Section 2.5, the Weyl generator Wiy € 2A(P) corre-
sponding to Wiy is mapped to 1o € 2(Q) by A(f) : A(P) — 2A(Q). Therefore
1p —W[¢] € 2A(P) lies in the kernel of 2((f), whence locality is violated at the
quantum level too. O

In the following we show that there exists no proper quotientable subfunc-
tor of /A : PrBungny, — C*Alg such that locality can be recovered taking the
quotient. The notion of a (quotientable) subfunctor in the C*-algebraic con-
text, as well as the quotient functor, can be found in Definition 3.3.2 and in
Proposition 3.3.3. Notice that we consider only proper quotientable subfunc-
tors in order to avoid the situation in which, after performing the quotient, the
resulting C*-algebra is trivial on certain objects of PrBungyp.

Theorem 4.3.22. Let m > 2 and G = U(1). The covariant functor A :
PrBungny, — C*Alg has no proper quotientable subfunctor Q : PrBunguy, —
C*Alg which recovers locality in the sense of [BEV03, Definition 2.1], namely
such that A/Q(f) is injective for each principal bundle map f: P — Q cover-
ing a causal embedding f : M — N.
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Proof. We prove this theorem by contradiction. Assume that there exists a
quotientable subfunctor 9 : PrBungny, — C*Alg of 2 : PrBungny,, — C*Alg
such that 20/9Q : PrBungny, — C*Alg fulfils locality. According to the proof of
Theorem 4.3.15, we have a diagram in PrBunghy,

A

where all principal bundles are trivial. Furthermore, there exists a non-trivial
element Wiy of PSA(P) in the kernel of PSA(h) such that PSA(f) Wy,
does not lie in the null space Rq of PSA(Q), see (4.3.6), and actually not
even in the subgroup Z of observables which generate the center, see (4.3.7).
On the one hand, A(h) : A(P) — A(R) maps 1p — Wy € A(P) to zero. Since
the quotient by 9 is supposed to recover locality, 1p — W4 must lie in the *-
ideal Q(P). On the other hand, introducing Wiz = PESA(f)Wyy € BSA(Q),
there exists Wy € PSA(Q) such that vo(Wiy), Wie) ¢ 27Z. Weyl relations
(2.5.1) entail the following identity:

Lo — Wigy — o0V Wiy (Lg = Wign) Wiy = (1= e™eMientn)) 1.

(4.3.9)
Note that this is a non-zero multiple of the identity since vo(Wy), Wig) does
not lie in 277 according to the argument presented above.

We already know that 1p — Wy lies in the -ideal Q(P). Furthermore 9
is a quotientable subfunctor per assumption. Therefore 1o — Wiy lies in the
x-ideal Q(Q). In particular, Wi_y) (1o — W) Wy must lie in Q(Q) as well,
and so does the difference between the two, namely the term on the left hand
side of (4.3.9). Yet, this is a non-zero multiple of the identity, therefore Q(Q) is
a *-ideal of A((Q) containing the unit 1, whence Q(Q) = A(Q), contradicting
the hypothesis that (@) is a proper *-ideal of 24(Q). O

In dimension m > 3, the covariant quantum field theory 2 : GHyp —
C*Alg violates locality already for principal U(1)-bundles over connected m-
dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetimes and, moreover, no quotient can
recover locality in this restricted context too. This follows from the proof of
Theorem 4.3.11 and Remark 4.3.16.

It remains only to discuss isotony for a fixed target principal U(1)-bundle
P over an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime M. This is the content
of the next theorem.

Theorem 4.3.23. Let m > 2 and G = U(1). Take a principal G-bundle P
over an m-dimensional globally hyperbolic spacetime M. Consider the covari-
ant functor PSAp, : PrBunp — PSymA introduced in Theorem 4.5.18 and the
covariant functor €ER : PSymA — C*Alg presented in Theorem 2.5.7. The
covariant functor Ap = CCR o PSAp : PrBunp — C*Alg satisfies isotony,
causality and the time-slice axiom. In particular, Ap assigns an injective mor-
phism in C*Alg to each morphism in PrBunp.
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4. U(1) Yang-Mills model

Proof. Isotony, causality and the time-slice axiom are inherited from the cor-
responding properties of the covariant functor PSAp : PrBunp — C*Alg, cfr.
Theorem 4.3.18. In particular, isotony follows from the fact that, according to
Proposition 2.5.9, the functor €€R : PSymA — C*Alg preserves injectivity of
morphisms, while quantum causality is due to the Weyl relations (2.5.1) and
the quantum time-slice axiom follows from functoriality. O
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Chapter

Concluding remarks

In this thesis we have investigated the implementation of general local covari-
ance for Abelian gauge field theories. In particular, explicit counterexamples
to the locality axiom have been shown for both Maxwell k-forms (generaliz-
ing the vector potential of electromagnetism) and the Yang-Mills model with
structure group U(1). In the case of Maxwell k-forms, a no-go theorem shows
the impossibility to recover locality by means of a quotient (in a suitable func-
torial sense). Still, one can specify a target globally hyperbolic spacetime in
order to implement Haag-Kastler isotony by means of a suitable quotient. In
the case of the U(1) Yang-Mills model, we adopted two different approaches,
both producing locality breaking covariant field theories at the classical and at
the quantum level. In the first approach, gauge invariant affine functionals are
used to define observables. As a drawback, this class of observables fails in de-
tecting flat connections (connected to the Aharonov-Bohm effect). However,
this approach leaves room for a quotient by electric flux observables, which
recovers locality. In the second approach, affine functionals are replaced by
affine characters, namely their exponentiated counterparts. The exponential
weakens the constraints imposed by gauge invariance, thus leading to observ-
ables (resembling Wilson loops for U(1)-connections) which can successfully
detect all gauge equivalence classes of on-shell connections (including the flat
ones). The presence of observables detecting flat connections reduces the de-
generacies of the presymplectic structure. Eventually, when one considers the
class of observables defined via gauge invariant affine characters, this leads to a
no-go theorem for the existence of a quotient which recovers locality. Yet, fix-
ing a principal U(1)-bundle over a globally hyperbolic spacetime as the target,
one can still perform a quotient on the classical theory which recovers isotony
producing both classical and quantum field theories in the Haag-Kastler frame-
work.

The results presented so far, together with the analysis of higher Abelian
gauge theories developed in [BSS14], motivate our interest in extending the
investigations about the locality axiom of general local covariance to more
complicated gauge field theories such as non-Abelian Yang-Mills models and

153



5. Concluding remarks

the Einstein equation. Despite the availability of approaches based on BRST-
BV techniques, which allow to tackle the analysis of non-linear gauge field
theories in a perturbative fashion [Hol08, FR12, FR13, BFR13], it seems that
these techniques do not capture fine details of the structure of the relevant
gauge groups, such as topologically non-trivial gauge transformations. These
features, however, play a central role in our analysis of the U(1) Yang-Mills
model as well as in the analysis of [BSS14], especially in relation to finding
the most appropriate class of functionals to distinguish field configurations up
to gauge, which we regard as a physically and mathematically well-motivated
criterion to establish whether a space of observables can be reasonably as-
sociated to a given field theoretical model. These observations suggest the
importance of a non-perturbative treatment of non-linear field theories at the
classical level. In fact, this approach seems to be more effective in highlighting
topological aspects of the model. Later, quantization might be performed in a
perturbative fashion, but still keeping track of the topological features arising
from the classical theory.

Because of the high level of complication introduced by non-linearity of the
Yang-Mills and Einstein dynamics, as a first step, one might approach the prob-
lem for less ambitious, yet more tractable, models, such as linear gauge field
theories. A general framework to deal with this class of models has been devel-
oped in [HS13]. As an example, one might study the locality axiom of general
local covariance for the linearization of a non-Abelian Yang-Mills model around
an exact solution of the full-fledged field equation. Similarly, one might analyze
in detail the linearized Einstein equation [FH13,BDM14, Khal4al, looking for
degeneracies of the relevant presymplectic structure, which might eventually
originate violations of locality.

To approach the difficulties one encounters with non-linear partial differen-
tial equations and the lack of a well-developed framework to deal with them in
a non-perturbative manner already at the classical level, it seems appropriate
to start with non-linear equations of hyperbolic type, avoiding for the moment
the issues related to non-hyperbolic ones, which are typical of gauge field the-
ories. A suitable starting point might be to consider non-linear o-models (also
known as wave maps). In this case, some existence and uniqueness theorems
for solutions are available in the mathematical literature [CH80, CB87, Miil07]
(especially in 1+ 1 world-sheet dimensions). In fact, the control on the solution
theory is a central prerequisite for the analysis in the framework of general local
covariance. Notice that, dealing with o-models, one has a new source for field
configurations of a topological nature, such as the Aharonov-Bohm ones for
the U(1) Yang-Mills model discussed in Chapter 4. In fact, depending on the
choice of the world-sheet and of the target manifold, one can obtain solutions
classified by topological information. As a simple example, one might imagine
to have a cylinder both as the world-sheet and the target manifold. In this
case one finds wave maps which carry information about the winding number.
Furthermore, o-models provide the framework to analyze two different kinds
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of localization, one on the target manifold and the other on the world-sheet.

To conclude, let us also mention that it would be interesting to check if
locality is restored in more realistic models, where electromagnetism is not
considered on its own, as in our case, but rather where U(1)-connections are
coupled to Dirac fields in the Maxwell-Dirac system of electrodynamics. The
following is a rough argument motivating why locality might be recovered when
interactions between electromagnetic and charged fields are taken into account:
As shown in this thesis, see also [SDH14, BDS14a, BDHS14|, the source of
the lack of locality in pure electromagnetism is due to the non-trivial electric
fluxes of topological origin produced by certain on-shell field configurations.
Introducing dynamical charged fields, one has also local currents as sources for
electric fluxes. This might milden the issues with locality related to observables
which are measuring the electric flux, eventually leading to a locally covariant
field theory describing electrodynamics. However, if one does not take the
principal U(1)-bundle as part of the data providing the background for the
dynamics of the electromagnetic field, but rather one wants to describe bundle-
connection pairs as dynamical objects on globally hyperbolic spacetimes, thus
leaving the Chern class of the principal U(1)-bundle free as in [BSS14], one
encounters more observables causing the failure of locality, namely those which
are measuring the magnetic flux, ¢fr. [BSS14, Example 6.9]. It seems unlikely
that charged fields can cure this source of non-locality too and it is still not
clear which kind of fields might be of help in this respect.

For these reasons, it seems of major importance to go in the direction
of a non-perturbative treatment of non-linear field theories to improve our
understanding of general local covariance and of its locality axiom in particular.
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