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ATIYAH SEQUENCE AND GAUGE TRANSFORMATIONS OF A

PRINCIPAL 2-BUNDLE OVER A LIE GROUPOID

SAIKAT CHATTERJEE, ADITTYA CHAUDHURI, AND PRAPHULLA KOUSHIK

Abstract. In this paper, a notion of a principal 2-bundle over a Lie groupoid has
been introduced. For such principal 2-bundles, we produced a short exact sequence of
VB-groupoids, namely, the Atiyah sequence. Two notions of connection structures viz.
strict connections and semi-strict connections on a principal 2-bundle arising respectively,
from a retraction of the Atiyah sequence and a retraction up to a natural isomorphism
have been introduced. We constructed a class of principal G = [G1 ⇒ G0]-bundles and
connections from a given principal G0-bundle E0 → X0 over [X1 ⇒ X0] with connection.
An existence criterion for the connections on a principal 2-bundle over a proper, étale
Lie groupoid is proposed. The action of the 2-group of gauge transformations on the
category of strict and semi-strict connections has been studied. Finally we noted an
extended symmetry of the category of semi-strict connections.
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1. Introduction

The notion of (traditional) principal bundles and their connection structures over a
manifold plays a central role at the interface of geometry and physics. In particular, a
connection or, in the physics lexicon, a gauge field describes the dynamics of a particle.
In the last decade or so, higher gauge theories were developed as frameworks to describe
the dynamics of string-like extended ‘higher dimensional objects’. A higher gauge theory
typically involves suitable categorified versions of ‘spaces’. For example, a manifold is
replaced by a Lie groupoid or a category internal to smooth spaces, and a Lie group
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is replaced by a Lie 2-group, a smooth map is replaced by a smooth functor, and so
on, and an appropriate notion of a connection consistent with this categorification. In
this context, intuitively, a principal 2-bundle would be understood as a smooth functor
π : E → B between categories internal to smooth spaces with the structure group a suitably
categorified version of a Lie group (weak or strict or coherent Lie 2-group). The precise
descriptions of the ‘categorical spaces’ depend on the framework. Among the earliest
works in this direction, we refer to the following papers [9, 6, 4, 3, 5], and the other
papers cited therein. The list is, of course, far from complete.

More recently, Wockel in [45] introduced a notion of semi-strict principal 2-bundles over
a discrete smooth 2-space and describes their classification up to Morita equivalence by
non-abelian Cěch cohomology. A further generalization of Wockel’s framework of principal
2-bundles can be found in [38]. Among other approaches to principal 2-bundles, one can
mention non-abelian bundle gerbes of Aschieri, Cantini, and Jurčo [1], and G-gerbes [26]
of Laurent-Gengoux, Stiénon, and Xu. [37] investigate the relation between non-abelian
bundle gerbes of [1] and principal 2-bundles over a discrete smooth 2-space. Ginot and
Stiénon introduced the notion of a principal 2-bundle over a Lie groupoid X with a strict
structure Lie 2-group as a Hilsum & Skandalis generalized morphism of Lie 2-groupoids
X → G, where both X and G are treated as Lie 2-groupoids [21]. In particular, the paper
shows that a G-gerbe is the same as (up to a Morita equivalence) a principal automorphism
2-group bundle.

The connections structure on the principal 2-bundles over a discrete smooth 2-space and
its various aspects are also well studied. Some of the works which will be relevant in this
context, are Breen-Messing [13], Baez-Schreiber [6, 39] , Jurco-Samann-Wolf [23], Aschieri-
Cantini-Jurco [1], Gengoux-Stienon-Xu [26]. In [43] Waldorf introduced the notion of a
connection on Wockel’s principal 2-bundle.

Some of the papers, which discuss higher gauge theory over path-space groupoids are
[17, 19, 18, 31]. For higher gauge theories, which go beyond 2-spaces, we refer to [24, 7, 8]
for a framework involving Kan simplicial manifolds, and more generally, for ∞-topos
theory framework, we refer to [20, 35, 36, 40].

In this paper, we introduce a notion of a principal 2-bundle E := [E1 ⇒ E0] over a Lie
groupoid X := [X1 ⇒ X0], having a structure group a strict Lie 2-group G = [G1 ⇒ G0],
as a smooth functor E → X with a functorial action G× E → E of G on E such that we
have G1 and G0-bundles E1 → X1 and E0 → X0 respectively over X1, X0. The definition
of 2-principal bundle we consider here similar to the one in [17] with suitable smoothness
conditions, and the definition is slightly stronger than that of Ginot and Stiénon in [21].

The definition of a G-bundle over a Lie groupoid [X1 ⇒ X0], introduced in [27], can be
viewed as a special case of ours. The Atiyah sequence associated to a principal G-bundle
of [27] have been studied in [10, 11]. The main purpose of this paper is to explore the
connections and gauge transformations on a strict Lie 2-group bundle over a Lie groupoid
in terms of the Atiyah sequence. Recall that in the traditional set-up, with a principal
G-bundle P → M one can associate the Atiyah sequence, a short exact sequence of vector
bundles over M [2],

0 → Ad(P )
j/G

−−→ At(P )
π
/G
∗−−→ TM → 0.
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Here L(G) denote the Lie algebra of G, Ad(P ) := (P × L(G))/G → M and At(P ) :=
TP/G → M are respectively the adjoint bundle and the Atiyah vector bundle of the
principal G-bundle π : P → M. Then a retraction of the Atiyah sequence is a connection
on P → M . We show that associated to a principal 2-bundle E := [E1 ⇒ E0] over
a Lie groupoid X := [X1 ⇒ X0], we have a short exact sequence of VB-groupoids (for
the discussion on VB-groupoids, we refer to [22, 29]). Then a ‘strict connection’ on
the principal 2-bundle is defined as a retraction of the short exact sequence of the VB-
groupoids. However, enrichment is more interesting when we impose an obstruction, given
by a certain natural isomorphism, on the retraction. The corresponding structure thus
obtained will be called a ‘semi-strict connection’. Just as a side note on our terminology,
we remark here that we reserve the word ‘weak connection’ for a more general set-up of
a simplicial principal bundle obtained from a principal 2-bundle as above, which we will
pursue in our subsequent work. The category of gauge transformations on our principal
2-bundles naturally defines a 2-group, which acts on the category of strict and semi-strict
connections. We show that the category of semi-strict connections enjoys an ‘extended
gauge symmetry.’ In particular, considering the category of semi-strict connections on a
2-bundle over a discrete Lie groupoid [X ⇒ X ], this extended gauge symmetry offers a
natural interpretation of the gauge transformation of the connection 1-forms in higher BF
theories (for example, see [30, 33, 31]).

Along the course of this paper, we illustrate our constructions and results with several
examples and highlight the relations with other relevant works. We believe that the
framework provides a general treatment of connections on Lie 2-group bundles over a Lie
groupoid. We show that given a Lie group G-bundle over a Lie groupoid [X1 ⇒ X0]
with connection, in the sense of [27], one can construct a Lie 2-group G bundle with a
connection, with Obj(G) = G. Moreover, the construction gives us a criterion for the
existence of strict and semi-strict connections on a principal 2-bundle over a proper, étale
Lie groupoid (or an orbifold). As an outcome, we prove the existence of connections on a
Lie 2-group bundle over a discrete Lie groupoid (compare, [43, Theorem 5.2.14]). We also
emphasize that to the best of our knowledge, the approach of the Atiyah sequence has
not been explored in the higher gauge theory literature, other than a casual reference in
the lecture notes [42]. Particularly one interesting outcome of this approach is the notion
of semi-strict connections on a Lie 2-group bundle. Having said that, we have not studied
Chern-Weil theory or Morita invariance of our construction for this paper. In a sequel of
this paper, we intend to study these topics in the set-up of simplicial principal bundles.

The outline and organization of the paper. Section 2 recalls the definition of a
strict Lie 2-group, its correspondence with a Lie crossed module, and some properties and
identities of the associated Lie 2-algebra.

In Section 3 we introduced the definition of a principal 2-bundle over a Lie groupoid
and constructed a principal 2-bundle, namely a decorated bundle over a Lie groupoid
from a Lie group bundle over the same. We introduce a notion of a categorical connection
and characterize the decorated principal bundles. We also explored the relationship with
a ‘Lie groupoid G-extension’.

In Section 4 we show that a principal 2-bundle over a Lie groupoid produces a short
exact sequence of VB-groupoids, namely the Atiyah sequence.
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In Section 5 we introduce the strict and semi-strict connections on a principal 2-bundle,
respectively, as a retraction of the associated Atiyah sequence and a retraction up to a
certain natural isomorphism. We express the strict and semi-strict connections in terms
of Lie 2-algebra valued differential forms. Further, we give an explicit construction of the
connection structure on a decorated bundle and obtain a criterion for the existence of a
connection on a principal 2-bundle over an orbifold.

In Section 6, we introduce the notion of the 2-group of the gauge transformations on
a principal 2-bundle. The gauge 2-group naturally acts on the categories of strict and
semi-strict connections. We observe an extended gauge symmetry of the category of semi-
strict connections, and we relate to the gauge transformations of the connection 1-forms
in higher BF theories.

Notations and conventions: Here, we fix some conventions and notations which will
be followed throughout this paper.

All manifolds assumed to be the smooth, second countable, Hausdorff. Let Man be
category of such manifolds. For a smooth map f : M → N, the differential at m ∈ M will
be denoted as f∗,m : TmM → Tf(m)N. A smooth right (resp. left) action of a Lie group G
on a smooth manifold P will be denoted as (p, g) 7→ pg (resp. (g, p) 7→ gp), for g ∈ G
and p ∈ P . The corresponding differentials TpP → TpgP or TpP → TgpP will be denoted
respectively as v 7→ v · g or v 7→ g · v, for v ∈ TpP . For a fixed p ∈ P , let δp : TeG → TpP
denote the differential of the map G → P , g 7→ pg, at the identity element. We will
denote the fundamental vector field corresponding to an element B ∈ L(G) evaluated at
p by δp(B).

We assume our Lie groups to be matrix groups for computational simplicity. For a Lie
group G, we denote its Lie algebra by L(G).

In any category, s, t will denote the source and target maps, and the composition of a
pair of morphisms f2, f1 will be denoted as f2 ◦ f1, where t(f1) = s(f2).

By a Lie groupoid we mean a groupoid object in Man, whose source, target maps are
surjective submersions. We use the blackboard bold notation to denote Lie groupoids;
that is, E for [E1 ⇒ E0] and so on. Given a Lie groupoid X = [X1 ⇒ X0], we have
the associated tangent Lie groupoid, denoted TX = [TX1 ⇒ TX0], structure maps of
TX are given by the differentials of the respective structure maps of X. In particular if
(γ2, X2), (γ1, X1) are composable morphisms in TX, then we denote (γ2, X2) ◦ (γ1, X1) =(
m(γ2, γ1), m∗(γ2,γ1)(X2, X1)

)
as (γ2 ◦ γ1, X2 ◦X1), where m is the composition map of the

Lie groupoid X.

2. Lie 2-groups, Lie crossed modules

In this section, we briefly overview the notions of Lie 2-groups and Lie crossed modules.
We then describe a correspondence between the two. This section does not contain any
new material. For further reading on this topic, we refer to several papers by Baez,
Schreiber, Lauda, Crans and others, [6, 5, 4, 3, 17, 19].

Definition 2.1 (strict 2-category [12]). A strict 2-category D, consists of the following
data,

(1) a collection of objects,
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(2) a small category D(x, y) for each pair of objects (x, y) in D,
(3) a functor {1} → D(x, x) for each object x in D,
(4) a functor ◦xyz : D(x, y) × D(y, z) → D(x, z) for each triple (x, y, z) of objects in

D,

satisfying the usual strict associativity and unital compatibility conditions.

Definition 2.2. A strict Lie 2-group G = [G1 ⇒ G0] is a group object in the category of
Lie groupoids.

Though there are more general versions of Lie 2-groups, as we will be working with only
strict Lie 2-groups, by a Lie 2-group we always mean a strict Lie 2-group in this paper.
For a more general notion of Lie 2-groups, we refer the reader to [5].

Remark 2.1. One can show that a Lie 2-group is a Lie groupoid G equipped with a
morphism of Lie groupoids ⊗ : G × G → G such that ⊗ induce Lie group structures on
both Obj(G) and Mor(G), and all the structure maps are Lie group homomorphisms. Let
k2, k

′
2 ∈ Mor(G) and k1, k

′
1 ∈ Mor(G) be pairs of composable morphisms. Let −1 and ◦

respectively denote the group inverse functor and the composition. Then

(k2 ⊗ k1) ◦ (k
′
2 ⊗ k′

1) = (k2 ◦ k
′
2)⊗ (k1 ◦ k

′
1),

(k2 ◦ k1)
−1 = k2

−1 ◦ k1
−1.

(2.1)

Another description of Lie 2-group is given by a Lie crossed module which we define
below:

Definition 2.3. A Lie crossed module is a 4-tuple

(G,H, τ, α)

where, G,H are Lie groups, α : G × H → H is a smooth map giving an action of G on
H , and τ : H → G is a morphism of Lie groups such that the following conditions are
satisfied:

τ(α(g, h)) = gτ(h)g−1 for all (g, h) ∈ G×H,

α(τ(h), h′) = hh′h−1 for all h, h′ ∈ H.
(2.2)

The conditions in Equation (2.2) are called Peiffer identities.

2.1. Lie 2-group associated to a Lie crossed module. Given a Lie crossed module
(G,H, τ, α), the associated Lie 2-group is given by the Lie groupoid G = [H ⋊α G ⇒ G],
where H ⋊α G denotes the semidirect product of groups H and G with respect to the
action α of G on H. The various maps and operations on this Lie 2-group are as listed
below.

• the source map is given by s(h, g) = g,
• the target map is given by t(h, g) = τ(h)g
• the composition map is given by m((h2, g2), (h1, g1)) = (h2h1, g1),
• the identity map is given by 1g = (eH , g)
• the inverse map is given by i(h, g) = (h−1, τ(h)g)
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• the group properties of H ⋊α G are those of the standard semidirect product of
the groups, that is the bi-functor ⊗ : G×G → G is defined as

⊗0 : (g1, g2) 7→ g1g2,

⊗1 : ((h2, g2), (h1, g1)) 7→ (h2α(g2, h1), g2g1),
(2.3)

whereas the group inverse and the identity elements are respectively given by (h, g)−1 =
(α(g−1, h−1), g−1) and (eH , eG). It is a routine verification that G is a Lie 2-group. We
call G to be the Lie 2-group associated to the Lie crossed module (G,H, τ, α).

2.2. Lie crossed module associated to a Lie 2-group. Let G = [G1 ⇒ G0] be a Lie
2-group. Consider the Lie group ker(s) = {γ ∈ G1 : s(γ) = 1G0}, and the morphism
α : G0 × ker(s) → ker(s) defined as (a, γ) 7→ 1a · γ · 1a−1 . Then, the 4-tuple

(G0, ker(s), t|ker(s) : ker(s) → G0, α : G0 × ker(s) → ker(s)),

defines a Lie crossed module. We call the above Lie crossed module to be the Lie crossed
module associated to the Lie 2-group G.

Example 2.2. The Lie crossed module associated to the discrete Lie 2-group [G ⇒ G] is
(G, {e}) with trivial τ and α.

Example 2.3. At the other extreme of the last example, one can consider the Lie 2-group
associated to a crossed module ({e}, H) with trivial τ and α = Id: H → H. It is obvious
that the Lie 2-group is the single object Lie 2-group [H ⇒ e]

Example 2.4. The Lie 2-group associated to the Lie crossed module (G,G, τ, α) with
τ : G → G being the identity map, and α : G × G → G the action of G on itself by
conjugation is the pair groupoid [G×G ⇒ G].

Example 2.5. To any simply connected Lie group G one associates a Lie crossed mod-
ule

(
Aut(G), G, τ, α

)
, where τ : G → Aut(G) sends an element g ∈ G to its inner-

automorphism, and α : Aut(G) → Aut(G) is the identity. The corresponding Lie 2-group
is called the automorphism 2-group of G.

We will not spend much time on examples of Lie 2-groups and Lie crossed modules,
which abound in higher gauge theory literature. An interested reader can go through the
articles previously mentioned.

Given a Lie 2-group G = [G1 ⇒ G0] we can associate the Lie groupoid [L(G1) ⇒ L(G0)]
whose structure maps are given by taking differentials of the structure maps of G at the
identity.

Remark 2.6. The vector space structures on L(G1) and L(G0) are compatible with the
composition of [L(G1) ⇒ L(G0)].

In particular, if the Lie 2-group G = [G1 ⇒ G0] is obtained from a Lie crossed module
(G,H, τ : H → G,α : G × H → H) then the groupoid [L(G1) ⇒ L(G0)] is described as
[L(H)⊕ L(G) ⇒ L(G)] having structure maps

• the source map is given by s(A,B) = B,
• the target map is given by t(A,B) = τ(A) +B,
• the composition map is given by m((A2, B2), (A1, B1)) = (A2 + A1, B1), where
s(A2, B2) = t(A1, B1),
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• the identity map is given by 1B = (0, B),
• the inverse map is given by i(A,B) = (−A, τ(A) +B).

Remark 2.7. It should be noted that L(G1) splits into the direct sum L(H)⊕L(G) only
as a vector space. It is not a direct sum of Lie algebras.

The differential on the action α produces an action α∗,(e,e) : L(G)×L(H) → L(H) of L(G)
on L(H) as a Lie algebra derivation, and the commutators on L(G) and L(H ⋊ G) are
respectively given as

(B1, B2) 7→ [B1, B2],(
(A1, B1), (A2, B2)

)
7→ [(A1, B1), (A2, B2)]

:=
(
[A1, A2] + α∗,(e,e)(A1, B2)− α∗,(e,e)(A2, B1), [B1, B2]

)
,

(2.4)

for all A1, A2 ∈ L(H), B1, B2 ∈ L(G). The Lie groupoid [L(G1) ⇒ L(G0)] is the usual
strict Lie 2-algebra of the Lie 2-group [G1 ⇒ G0]. We will not spell out the general
definition of a Lie 2-algebra. For a detailed discussion on Lie 2-algebras and the associated
Lie 2-algebra of a Lie 2-group we refer to [4].

Let (G,H, τ : H → G,α : G×H → H) be the Lie crossed module associated to the Lie
2-group G = [G1 ⇒ G0]. Consider the smooth map α : G×H → H. For a fixed g ∈ G, we
have the map α(g) : H → H, h 7→ α(g, h) and the differential of this map at the identity
element of H gives the Lie algebra homomorphism

α(g)∗,eH : L(H) → L(H). (2.5)

On the other hand for a fixed h ∈ H, we have the map ᾱ(h) : G → H, g 7→ α(g, h) and by
taking the differential of this map at the identity element of G we obtain the linear map,

ᾱ(h)∗,eG : L(G) → ThH. (2.6)

Remark 2.8. To simplify our notations and avoid notational cluttering, henceforth, we
adopt the following conventions.

• τ∗,eH will also be denoted as τ. Similarly α(g)∗,h, α(g)∗,eH and ᾱ(h)∗,eG will be
denoted respectively as α(g)h, α(g) and ᾱ(h).

• To avoid cluttering of parentheses we often write α(g) etc as αg etc.
• Unless necessary, we do not notationally distinguish between identity elements of

various groups. The common notation for the same will be e.

For future reference, we note the following identities. The identities are technical
and would not be required anywhere else other than the proofs of Corollary 5.10 and
Lemma 5.18. So a reader may postpone its reading till then.

Lemma 2.9. Let (G,H, τ, α) be a Lie crossed module.

(1) Then for any h2, h1 ∈ H and B ∈ L(G), we have

h2 ·

(
ᾱ(h−1

2 )(adτ(h1)B)

)
+ h1 ·

(
ᾱ(h−1

1 )(B)

)
= h2h1 ·

(
ᾱ(h−1

1 h−1
2 )(B)

)
.

(2) Then for any g ∈ G, h ∈ H,A ∈ L(H)

αg−1(h−1) ·
(
ᾱαg−1 (h)(adg−1(τ(A)

)
+ αg−1

(
A
)
= αg−1(adh−1(A)).



8 SAIKAT CHATTERJEE, ADITTYA CHAUDHURI, AND PRAPHULLA KOUSHIK

Proof. (1) Note that the required identity follows directly as a infinitesimal version of
the equation

[
h2

(
ᾱ(h−1

2 )(Adτ(h1)(g))

)][
h1

(
ᾱ(h−1

1 )(g)

)]
= h2h1

(
ᾱ(h−1

1 h−1
2 )(g)

)

for any h2, h1 ∈ H and g ∈ G. In particular, using Equation (2.2) the expression

h2

[(
ᾱ(h−1

2 )(Adτ(h1)(g))

)]

reduces to h2

[
h1α(g)(h

−1
1 h−1

2 h1)h
−1
1

]
.Then a straight forward calculation will prove

the identity.
(2) A straightforward verification gives

[
αg−1(h−1) ·

(
ᾱαg−1 (h)(Adg−1(τ(h′)

)][
αg−1

(
h′
)]

= αg−1(Adh−1(h′)),

for any h, h′ ∈ H, g ∈ G. Then the identity follows as the infinitesimal version of
the above equation.

�

2.3. Adjoint actions of a Lie 2-group. Let G = [G1 ⇒ G0] be a Lie 2-group and
(G,H, τ, α) the associated Lie crossed module. It would be convenient to write down the
adjoint actions for the object and morphisms groups in terms of a crossed module. As we
have seen G0 = G and G1 = H ⋊α G.

In order to simplify our calculation of the adjoint action for H⋊αG, we write Ad(h,g)(h
′, g′)

as Ad(h,g)(h
′, g′) = [Ad(h,g)(h

′, e)][Ad(h,g)(e, g
′)] and then compute the bracketed terms on

the right hand side separately. The group product in Equation (2.3) gives

Ad(h, g)(h
′, e) =

(
Adh

(
αg(h

′)
)
, e

)
,

Ad(h, g)(e, g
′) =

(
h
(
α(Adg(g′))(h

−1)
)
, Adg(g

′)

)
=

(
h
(
ᾱh−1(Adg(g

′))
)
, Adg(g

′)

)
,

Ad(h,g)(h
′, g′) = [Ad(h,g)(h

′, e)][Ad(h,g)(e, g
′)].

(2.7)

Now given an element (A,B) ∈ L(H)⊕L(G) = L(G1), we write (A,B) = (A, 0)+ (0, B).
Then the adjoint actions of H⋊G on A ∈ L(H) and B ∈ L(G) are respectively computed

by the formulae ad(h,g)(A) :=
d

dt
Ad(h,g) e

tA
∣∣
t=0

and ad(h,g)(B) :=
d

dt
Ad(h,g) e

tB
∣∣
t=0

,

ad(h, g)(A, 0) =

(
adh

(
αg(A)

)
, 0

)
,

ad(h, g)(0, B) =

(
h ·

(
ᾱh−1(adg(B))

)
, adg(B)

)
,

ad(h,g)(A,B) = [ad(h,g)(A, 0)] + [ad(h,g)(0, B)].

(2.8)

The notations αg, ᾱh−1 in Equation (2.8) should be interpreted as per Remark 2.8 (third
and fourth bullet points).
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3. Principal 2-bundles over Lie groupoids

In this section, we introduce the notion of a principal 2-bundle over a Lie groupoid.
The definition we introduce is a natural generalization of the classical definition.

Definition 3.1 (Action of a Lie 2-group on a Lie groupoid). An action of a Lie 2-group
G on a Lie groupoid X is defined as a morphism of Lie groupoids ρ : X × G → X such
that

• ρ0 : X0 ×G0 → X0,
• ρ1 : X1 ×G1 → X1,

are Lie group actions on manifolds X0 and X1 respectively.

Following proposition is evident.

Proposition 3.1. Let G be a Lie 2-group.

(1) There is an action of Lie 2-group G on Lie groupoid L(G) = [L(G1) ⇒ L(G0)] by
adjoint action.

(2) Suppose G acts on a Lie groupoid X. Then there is an action of G on Lie groupoids
TX = [TX1 ⇒ TX0], given by the differential of the given action.

A weaker definition compared to the one given in Definition 3.1 also exists in literature;
for example, in [45], the identity and compatibility axioms of a group action at the object
level hold up to an isomorphism. One can also generalize this action by replacing the
category X × G by a ‘twisted product category’ X ⋊η G of X and G with respect to
certain map η, introduced in [18]. While we will stick to the definition of action given in
Definition 3.1 for this paper and not pursue either of the other two generalizations very
seriously, we recall the definition of a twisted product to relate with the notion of ‘Lie
groupoid G-extensions’.

Let G and X be as before. Consider a smooth map η : Mor(X) ×Mor(G) → Mor(X)
satisfying,

η(γ, k) ∈ HomX(x, y), ∀γ ∈ HomfX(x, y),

η(γ2 ◦ γ1, k) = η(γ2, k) ◦ η(γ1, k),

η(1x, k) = 1x

η(γ, k2 ◦ k1) = η(η(γ, k2), k1),

η(γ, 1g) = γ.

(3.1)

Then we have a smooth category X ⋊η G with the following description [18, Proposition
5.1]:

Obj(X⋊η G) = Obj(X)×Obj(G),

Mor(X⋊η G) = Mor(X)×Mor(G),

s(γ, k) =
(
s(γ), s(k)

)
, t(γ, k) =

(
t(γ), t(k)

)

(γ2, k2) ◦η (γ1, k1) =
(
γ2 ◦ η(γ1, k2), k2 ◦ k1

)
.

(3.2)

The category X⋊η G will be called the η-twisted category.
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Definition 3.2 (Twisted action of a Lie 2-group on a Lie groupoid). Let X be a Lie
groupoid, G a Lie 2-group and η : Mor(X)×Mor(G) → Mor(X) a smooth map satisfying
conditions in Equation (3.1). An η-twisted action of G on the Lie groupoid X is defined
as a smooth functor ρ : X⋊η G → X such that

• ρ0 : X0 ×G0 → X0,
• ρ1 : X1 ×G1 → X1,

are Lie group actions on manifolds X0 and X1 respectively.

Remark 3.2. (1) Note that if we take η = pr1 in Definition 3.2 then we recover the
usual direct product of categories .

(2) Functoriality of ρ : X⋊ηG → X implies ρ
(
γ2◦η(γ1, k2), k2◦k1

)
= ρ(γ2, k2)◦ρ(γ1, k1)

and following our convention for group actions we write,
(
γ2 ◦ η(γ1, k2)

)
(k2 ◦ k1) = (γ2k2) ◦ (γ1k1).

Definition 3.3. Let G be a Lie 2-group. Suppose G acts on a pair of Lie groupoids X and
Y. Then a morphism of Lie groupoids F := (F1, F0) : X → Y is said to be G-equivariant if
F0 is G0-equivariant and F1 is G1-equivariant. A smooth natural transformation between
two such functors η : F =⇒ F ′ is called a G-equivariant natural transformation if η(xg) =
η(x)1g.

Definition 3.4 (principal G-bundle over a Lie groupoid). Let G be a Lie 2-group. A
principal G-bundle over a Lie groupoid X is given by a morphism of Lie groupoids π :
E → X along with an action ρ : E×G → E of Lie 2-group G on E such that,

• π0 : E0 → X0 is a principal G0-bundle over X0,
• π1 : E1 → X1 is a principal G1-bundle over X1.

We will call G to be the structure 2-group of π : E → X. We will denote the above
principal G-bundle over the Lie groupoid X by E(X,G).

If we replace the action functor ρ : E×G → E in Definition 3.4 by an η-twisted action
ρ : E ⋊η G → E for a smooth map η : Mor(E) ×Mor(G) → Mor(E) satisfying conditions
listed in Equation (3.1), then what we get will be called a twisted principal G-bundle over
the Lie groupoid X.

Remark 3.3. A slightly weaker version of a principal 2-bundle over a Lie groupoid has
been introduced in [21, Definition 2.20]. Our main purpose in this paper is to study the
Atiyah sequences and gauge transformations on the principal 2-bundles over Lie groupoids,
so it is essential that we adopt a framework that provides us a pair of ordinary principal
bundles (for objects and morphisms) related by the functoriality conditions.

Definition 3.5 (2-groupoid of principal 2-bundles). Let G be a Lie 2-group. Let E(X,G)
and E′(X,G) be a pair of principal G-bundles over a Lie groupoid X. A morphism from
E(X,G) to E′(X,G) is defined as a smooth G-equivariant morphism F : E → E′ such that
the following diagram commutes up to nose

E E′

X

F

π
π′

.
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A 2-morphism from F to F ′ is defined as a smooth natural isomorphism η : F =⇒ F ′

such that η(pg) = η(p)1g and π1(η(p)) = 1π0(p) for all p ∈ E0 and g ∈ G0. We have a
strict 2-groupoid, denoted Bun(X,G).

Definition 3.6 (Gauge 2-group). For an object E in 2-groupoid Bun(X,G), G(E) will
denote the strict automorphism 2-group of E, and will be called the Gauge 2-group of the
principal G-bundle E → X.

Example 3.4. A traditional principal G-bundle π : E → X over a manifold X is same
as a [G ⇒ G]-bundle [E ⇒ E] over the Lie groupoid [X ⇒ X ].

Example 3.5. Let X = [X1 ⇒ X0] be a Lie groupoid and G = [G1 ⇒ G0] a Lie 2-group.
Then we have the product principal 2-bundle X×G = [X1 ×G1 ⇒ X0 ×G0] over X.

Example 3.6. For any Lie groupoid X = [X1 ⇒ X0] and a (traditional) principal G-
bundle π : E0 → X0, we define a Lie groupoid E1 =

{
(p, γ, q)|γ ∈ X1, p ∈ π−1(s(γ)), q ∈

π−1(t(γ))
}
⇒ E0 as follows. The source, target and composition maps are respectively

given by s(p, γ, q) = p, t(p, γ, q) = q and (q, γ2, r) ◦ (p, γ1, q) = (p, γ2 ◦ γ1, r). The Lie
2-group [G×G ⇒ G] naturally acts on [E1 ⇒ E0] by (p, g) 7→ pg and

(
(p, γ, q), (g1, g2)

)
=

(pg1, γ, qg2). Then we have a [G× G ⇒ G]-bundle [E1 ⇒ E0] over X = [X1 ⇒ X0], with
obvious projection functor.

We will provide several other examples of principal 2-bundles over Lie groupoids.

We recall the definition of a G-bundle over a Lie groupoid [27]. In the following sub-
section, we will describe a construction of a principal 2-bundle from a given G-bundle
over a Lie groupoid. The structure is general enough to produce a large class of examples
relevant in many contexts.

Definition 3.7 (principal G-bundle over Lie groupoid). For a Lie group G, a principal
G-bundle over a Lie groupoid X is a principal G-bundle π : EG → X0 along with a smooth
map µ : X1 ×s,X0,π EG → EG satisfying

• µ(1π(p), p) = p for all p ∈ EG where 1: X0 → X1 is the identity assigning map,

• for each (γ, p) ∈ X1 ×s,X0,π EG, we have
(
γ, µ(γ, p)

)
∈ X1 ×t,X0,π EG,

• if γ2, γ1 ∈ X1 such that t(γ1) = s(γ2) and (γ1, p) ∈ X1×s,X0,πEG then µ(γ2◦γ1, p) =
µ(γ2, µ(γ1, p)),

• for all p ∈ EG, g ∈ G and γ ∈ X1 we have µ(γ, p)g = µ(γ, pg).

We will denote the above principal G-bundle over the Lie groupoid X = [X1 ⇒ X0] by
the notation

(
π : EG → X0, µ, [X1 ⇒ X0]

)
. The map µ is called the action map of the

principal G-bundle.

The collection of principal G-bundles over X forms a groupoid whose morphisms are
defined naturally. We will denote this groupoid by Bun(X, G).

Example 3.7. Let
(
π : EG → X0, µ, [X1 ⇒ X0]

)
be a principal G-bundle. The pull-back

Lie groupoid [X1 ×s,X0,π EG ⇒ EG], denoted [s∗EG ⇒ EG], gives the [G ⇒ G]-bundle
over [X1 ⇒ X0]. Conversely given a principal [G ⇒ G]-bundle π : E → X over the Lie
groupoid X, we take the underlying principal G-bundle to be π0 : E0 → X0 and the action
map η : s∗E0 → E0 to be (γ, p) 7→ t(γ̃), where γ̃ ∈ π−1

1 (γ) ⊂ s∗E0 is the unique element
associated to (γ, p) ∈ s∗E0 satisfying s(γ̃) = p.
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Example 3.8. As in Example 2.3 now we consider the single object Lie 2-group [G ⇒ e]
of a Lie group G. Let E = [E1 ⇒ E0] be a [G ⇒ e]-bundle over the Lie groupoid
X = [X1 ⇒ X0]. Then it is immediate from the definition of a principal 2-bundle that
E0 = X0 and E1 is a principal G-bundle over X1 such that

E1 X1

X0 X0

π1

ts ts

Id

,

commutes. Moreover the functoriality of the action of [G ⇒ e] on E1 ⇒ X0 implies that
the action E1 ×G → E1 preserves the hom sets; that is, the restriction gives

HomE(x, y)×G → HomE(x, y) (3.3)

for all x, y ∈ X0 and for any pair of composable morphisms γ2, γ1 ∈ E1, and g, g′ ∈ G we
have

(γ2g) ◦ (γ1g
′) = (γ2 ◦ γ1)gg

′. (3.4)

On the other hand, suppose [E ⇒ X0] is a Lie groupoid, and a compact Lie group G
acts on E freely and smoothly. Assume that the source, target maps are G invariant and
the action satisfies the conditions in Equations (3.3) and (3.4). Then we have a principal
G-bundle E → E/G := X1, which defines a [G ⇒ e]-bundle E = [E ⇒ X0] over the Lie
groupoid X = [E/G ⇒ X0].

The principal 2-bundle of Example 3.8 is related to G-extensions as we see below.

3.1. Lie groupoid G-extensions and twisted principal bundles. We recall the def-
inition of a Lie groupoid G-extension [21].

Let G be a Lie group and M a smooth manifold. Consider the Lie groupoid [M ×G ⇒

M ] with source, target maps both be projection at the first component (m, g) 7→ m,
composition (m, g2) ◦ (m, g1) = (m, g2g1), 1m = (m, e) and (m, g)−1 = (m, g−1). A Lie
groupoid G-extension is a short exact sequence of Lie groupoids of the form

1 M ×G Γ2 Γ1 1

1 M M M 1

i φ

Id Id

, (3.5)

where i is an embedding and φ is a surjective submersion ([34, Chapter 4]).

Given a [G ⇒ e]-bundle E = [E1 ⇒ X0] over the Lie groupoid X = [X1 ⇒ X0], define
the map i : X0 ×G → E1 by

(x, g) 7→ 1Ex g,

where 1E is the identity assigning map in the Lie groupoid E = [E1 ⇒ X0]. Since 1E : X0 →
E1 is a diffeomorphism onto its image, by Equation (3.3), the map i is an embedding. As
E1 → X1 is a principal G-bundle, it follows that,

1 X0 ×G E1 X1 1

1 X0 X0 X0 1

i π1

Id Id

,
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is a Lie groupoid G-extension.

Conversely, suppose we have a Lie groupoid G-extension as in Diagram 3.5. Observe
that commutation of the second square from the left implies that

i(x, g) ∈ HomΓ2(x, x).

Lemma 3.9. (1) There exists a smooth free action Γ2 ×G → Γ2 given by

(x
γ
−→ y, g) 7→ γ ◦ i(x, g). (3.6)

(2) The action is transitive on the fibers φ−1(λ), for each λ ∈ Γ1

(3) φ is constant on the orbits of the action.
(4) The action satisfies the condition in Equation (3.3);

HomΓ2(x, y)×G → HomΓ2(x, y) (3.7)

for all x, y ∈ M.

Proof. (1) Functoriality of i implies that

γ(gg′) = γ ◦ i(x, g g′) = γ ◦
(
i(x, g) ◦ i(x, g′)

)
=

(
γ ◦ i((x, g)

)
◦ i(x, g′) = (γg)g′.

Injectivity of i ensures the action is free.
(2) If φ(γ2) = φ(γ1). Then φ(γ−1

2 ◦ γ1) = 1Γ1
x . Thus by exactness of Diagram 3.5 we

have (x, g) ∈ M ×G such that γ−1
2 ◦ γ1 = i(x, g). Hence γ1 = γ2g.

(3) φ(γg) = φ(γ ◦ i(x, g)) = φ(γ) ◦ φ(i(x, g)). Since 3.5 is a short exact sequence
φ(i(x, g)) = 1Γ1

x . Therefore φ(γg) = φ(γ).
(4) Readily follows from the observation that i(x, g) ∈ HomΓ2(x, x).

�

In conclusion, since φ is a surjective submersion, the Lie groupoid G-extension in Dia-
gram 3.5 produces a principal G-bundle φ : Γ2 → Γ1 such that the diagram

Γ2 Γ1

M M

φ

ts ts

Id

,

commutes, and the action satisfies Equation (3.7). The action defined in Lemma 3.9 in
general does not satisfy the other functoriality condition in Equation (3.4)! Thus the
principal G-bundle φ : Γ2 → Γ1 does not define a [G ⇒ e]-bundle [Γ2 ⇒ M ] over the Lie
groupoid [Γ1 ⇒ M ]. However we show that it is actually a twisted principal [G ⇒ e]-
bundle over the Lie groupoid [Γ1 ⇒ M ]. For that we define

η : Mor(Γ2)×G → Mor(Γ2)

(x
γ
−→ y, g) 7→ i(y, g) ◦ γ ◦ i(x, g−1).

(3.8)

It is readily verified that η satisfies all the required conditions of Equation (3.1). Thus
we have the twisted product category

(
[Γ2 ⇒ M ]⋊η [G ⇒ e]

)
. Then we verify,

(
y

γ2
−→ z g′

)
◦
(
x

γ1
−→ y g

)
=
(
γ2 ◦ i(y, g

′)
)
◦
(
γ1 ◦ i(x, g)

)

=
(
γ2 ◦ (i(y, g

′) ◦ γ1 ◦ i(x, g
′−1)

)
◦ i(x, g′g)

=
(
γ2 ◦ η(γ1, g

′)
)
◦ i(x, g′g) =

(
γ2 ◦ η(γ1, g

′)
)
g′g,

(3.9)
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which is precisely the condition, stated in Remark 3.2, required for the action in Equation (3.6)
to be an η-twisted action

(
[Γ2 ⇒ M ]⋊η [G ⇒ e]

)
→ [Γ2 ⇒ M ].

Observe that in the other direction the construction proceeds for a twisted [G ⇒ e]-bundle
exactly same way as was for a non-twisted [G ⇒ e]-bundle (using the third property in
Equation (3.1)).

Proposition 3.10. Let G be a Lie group. A twisted principal [G ⇒ e]-bundle defines a
Lie groupoid G-extension and vice-versa.

It is pertinent to note here that [21] also discussed the relation between Morita equiv-
alent classes of Lie groupoid G-extensions and Morita equivalence classes of what the
authors called [G ⇒ Aut(G)]-bundles (see [21, Theorem 3.4]).

3.2. Decorated principal 2-bundles. In this subsection we are going to construct the
main example for this paper. Given a Lie 2-group G = [G1 ⇒ G0] and a principal G0-
bundle over a Lie groupoid X, we will construct a principal G-bundle over X. We will call
them decorated principal 2-bundles. Let (G,H, τ, α) be the associated crossed module of
G. Here, of course, G0 = G.

An analogous notion for a principal 2-bundle over a path space groupoid already exists
in literature, introduced in [17] by decorating the space of Ā-horizontal paths PĀP, for a
connection Ā on a principal G0-bundle P → M .

Proposition 3.11. Let (G,H, τ : H → G,α : G × H → H) be a Lie crossed module
and G = [H ⋊ G ⇒ G] the associated Lie 2-group. Let

(
π : EG → X0, µ, [X1 ⇒ X0]

)
a

principal G-bundle over the Lie groupoid X = [X1 ⇒ X0]. Let us denote s∗EG × H =
(X1 ×s,X0,π EG)×H by (s∗EG)

dec.

(1) The manifolds (s∗EG)
dec and EG determines a Lie groupoid [(s∗EG)

dec ⇒ EG]
whose structure maps are given as

• source map s̃: (γ, p, h) 7→ p,
• target map t̃: (γ, p, h) 7→ µ(γ, p)τ(h−1),
• composition map m̃ :

(
(γ2, p2, h2), (γ1, p1, h1)

)
7→ (γ2 ◦ γ1, p1, h2h1),

• unit map ũ : p 7→ (1π(p), p, eH),

• inverse map ĩ :
(
γ, p, h) 7→ (γ−1, µ(γ, p)τ(h−1), h−1

)
.

(2) The Lie groupoid Edec := [(s∗EG)
dec ⇒ EG] forms a principal G-bundle over

[X1 ⇒ X0], whose action functor and the bundle functor respectively given by

ρ : Edec ×G → E
dec

(p, g) 7→ p g
(
(γ, p, h), (h′, g)

)
7→

(
γ, pg, αg−1(h′−1 h)

)
,

(3.10)

and

π : Edec → X

p 7→ π(p)
(
γ,p, h

)
7→ γ.

(3.11)

We call Edec → [X1 ⇒ X0] the decorated G-bundle associated to (EG → X0, [X1 ⇒ X0]).
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Proof. (1) It is straightforward to verify that [(s∗EG)
dec ⇒ EG] is a groupoid.

Since EG → X0 is a surjective submersion, (s∗EG)
dec is a smooth manifold. Moreover,

as s̃ is the composition of surjective submersions, it (hence the target map as well) is a
surjective submersion. The smoothness of other structure maps directly follows from the
smoothness of µ and smoothness of structure maps of the Lie groupoid [X1 ⇒ X0].

(2) Since the action of G on EG is free and αg ∈ Aut(H) for each g ∈ G, the action of
H ⋊α G on (s∗EG)

dec in Equation (3.10) is free. Observe that for any γ ∈ X1, π
−1(γ) =

π−1(s(γ))×H. Now it is straightforward to verify that the action is transitive on π−1(γ),
and π

(
(γ, p, h)(h′, g)

)
= π(γ, p, h).

The local trivialization on the principal G-bundle π : EG → X0 induces a local trivial-
ization on the map π : (s∗EG)

dec → X1 as follows. For any γ ∈ X1, there exists a local
trivialization (U ⊂ X0, φ) such that s(γ) ∈ U and φ : π−1(U) → U ×G a diffeomorphism.

Then we have a local trivialization (s−1(U), φ̃) around γ, given by

φ̃ : π−1
(
s−1(U)

)
→ s−1(U)× (H ⋊α G)

(γ, p, h) 7→ (γ, αg(h), g),

where g = pr2 ◦ φ(p) ∈ G. This completes the proof. �

Example 3.12. The product Lie 2-group G = [G1 ⇒ G0]-bundle X×G over X = [X1 ⇒

X0] in Example 3.5 can be viewed as a decorated bundle. Note that s∗(X0×G0) = X1×G0.
The action of X1 on X0×G0 is given by s∗(X0×G0) → X0×G0 by (γ, g) 7→ (t(γ), g). Thus
the Lie groupoid [X1 × G0 ⇒ X0 × G0] is the pullback Lie groupoid, and by decoration
we recover the X×G.

Example 3.13. Let (G,H, τ, α) be a Lie crossed module associated to a Lie 2-group G.
Consider a traditional principal G-bundle E → X. The Lie groupoid [X ⇒ X ] trivially
acts on E by (x, p) 7→ p. Then the Lie groupoid Edec := [E × H ⇒ E] defines the
associated decorated G-bundle.

3.3. Categorical connections. We will, later on, discuss the differential geometric no-
tion of a connection on a principal 2-bundle over a Lie groupoid. Apart from that, a
principal 2-bundle can also be equipped with a lifting property for arrows, which we call
a ‘categorical connection’.

Definition 3.8. Let G be a Lie 2-group and π : E → X a G-bundle over X. A categorical
connection C on E(X,G) is an embedding C : s∗E0 → E1, and satisfy following conditions:

• s(C(γ, p)) = p for all (γ, p) ∈ s∗E0,
• π1(C(γ, p)) = γ for all (γ, p) ∈ s∗E0,
• if (γ2, p2), (γ1, p1) ∈ s∗E0 such that s(γ2) = t(γ1) and p2 = t

(
C(γ1, p1)

)
, then

C(γ2 ◦ γ1, p1) = C(γ2, p2) ◦ C(γ1, p1),
• C(1x, p) = 1p for any x ∈ X0 and p ∈ π−1(x),
• C(γ, p.g) = C(γ, p) · 1g for all (γ, p) ∈ s∗E0 and g ∈ G0.

We call C(γ, p) the (unique) C-horizontal lift of γ ∈ X1 through the point p ∈ π−1
0

(
s(γ)

)
.
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The definition is motivated by the notion of horizontal lifting of a path by a connection
in the traditional set-up of principal bundles. See [17] for an analogous notion of a cate-
gorical connection on the set-up of path space groupoid. We will observe that categorical
connections characterize the decorated bundles.

Example 3.14. There exists a unique categorical connection on a [G ⇒ G]-bundle over
a Lie groupoid.

Example 3.15. Let
[
(s∗EG)

dec ⇒ EG

]
→ [X1 ⇒ X0] be the decorated G-bundle obtained

in Proposition 3.11. Any smooth map β : EG → H satisfying β(pg) = αg−1(β(p)) for
p ∈ EG, g ∈ G, defines a categorical connection C : (γ, p) 7→

(
γ, p, β(p)β(µ(γ, p))−1

)
. For

the constant map β : p 7→ e, we have the categorical connection (γ, p) 7→ (γ, p, e). We call
the categorical connection (γ, p) 7→ (γ, p, e), the canonical categorical connection on the
decorated bundle.

Given a categorical connection C on a G-bundle π : E → X over X = [X1 ⇒ X0], we
can define an action of X1 on E0

µ : s∗E0 → E0,

(γ, p) 7→ t
(
C(γ, p)

)
,

(3.12)

which turns s∗E0 into a Lie groupoid [s∗E0 ⇒ E0], and C allows us to identify [s∗E0 ⇒ E0]
as a Lie sub groupoid of [E1 ⇒ E0],

s∗E0 E1

E0 E0

C

Id

. (3.13)

Note that µ satisfies µ(γ, p)g = t(C(γ, p))g = t(C(γ, p)1g) = t(C(γ, pg)) = µ(γ, pg).
Identifying G as a subgroup of G1 = H ⋊ G, we observe that the fifth condition in
Definition 3.8 implies [s∗E0 ⇒ E0] ≃ [C(s∗E0) ⇒ E0] is in fact a sub Lie groupoid bun-
dle over X = [X1 ⇒ X0] with a reduced structure Lie 2-group [G ⇒ G]. Given any
γ̃ ∈ E1 it follows that we have a unique h ∈ H such that [C

(
π(γ̃), s(γ̃)

)
](h, e) = γ̃, since

π(γ̃) = π
(
C
(
π(γ̃), s(γ̃)

))
and s(γ̃) = s

(
C
(
π(γ̃), s(γ̃)

)
. In turn, we get an isomorphism of

G-bundles

θ : s∗E0 ×H → E1

((γ, p), h
)
→ C(γ, p)(h−1, e).

(3.14)

Lemma 3.16. The map (θ, Id) is an isomorphism from Edec(X,G) to E(X,G).
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Proof. The functoriality of θ follows from the composition law for the decorated Lie
groupoid in Proposition 3.11 and the functoriality of the action of G,

θ
(
(γ2, p2), h2)

)
◦ θ

(
(γ1, p1), h1

)

=
(
C(γ2, p2)(h

−1
2 , e)

)
◦
(
C(γ1, p1)(h

−1
1 , e)

)

=
(
C(γ2, p2)(h

−1
2 , e)

)
◦
(
C(γ1, p1)(e, τ(h

−1
1 ))(e, τ(h1))(h

−1
1 , e)

)

=
(
C(γ2, p2)(h

−1
2 , e)

)
◦
(
C(γ1, p1τ(h1)

−1)(e, τ(h1))(h
−1
1 , e)

)

=
(
C(γ2, p2)(h

−1
2 , e)

)
◦
(
C(γ1, p1τ(h1)

−1)(e, τ(h1))(h
−1
1 , e)

)

=
(
C(γ2, p2) ◦ C(γ1, p1τ(h1)

−1)
)(
(h−1

2 , e) ◦
(
(e, τ(h1))(h

−1
1 , e)

))

= C
(
γ2 ◦ γ1, p1τ(h1)

−1
)(
(h−1

2 , e) ◦ (h−1
1 , τ(h1))

)

= C
(
γ2 ◦ γ1, p1τ(h1)

−1
)(
h−1
2 h−1

1 , τ(h1)
)

= C
(
γ2 ◦ γ1, p1

)(
e, τ(h−1

1 )
)(
h−1
2 h−1

1 , τ(h1)
)

= C
(
γ2 ◦ γ1, p1

)(
h−1
1 h−1

2 , e
)

= θ
(
(γ2 ◦ γ1, p1), h2h1

)
.

(3.15)

To see the equivarinacy, note that by the action defined in Proposition 3.11, (γ, p, h)(h′, g′) =
(γ, pg′, αg′−1(h′−1h)). Thus

θ
(
(γ, p, h)(h′, g′)

)

= C(γ, pg′)
(
αg′−1(h−1h′), e

)

= C(γ, p)(e, g′)
(
αg′−1(h−1h′), e

)

= C(γ, p)(h−1, e)(h, e)(e, g′)
(
αg′−1(h−1h′), e

)

= θ
(
(γ, p), h

)
(h′, g′).

(3.16)

Obviously (θ, Id) is a morphism of principal 2-bundles. �

In conclusion, we have the following characterization of principal 2-bundles over Lie
groupoids in terms of the categorical connections.

Proposition 3.17. A principal 2-bundle over a Lie groupoid is a decorated bundle if and
only if it admits a categorical connection.

Corollary 3.18. Let (G,H, τ, α) be a Lie crossed module associated to a Lie 2-group G.
Let E = [E1 ⇒ E0] be a G-bundle over [X ⇒ X ]. Then E = [E1 ⇒ E0] is the decorated
bundle defined in Example 3.13.

Proof. Any such principal 2-bundle admits a unique categorical connection (1x, p) 7→ 1p
for p ∈ E, x = π(p). �

Example 3.19. The [G×G ⇒ G]-bundle [E1 ⇒ E0] over X = [X1 ⇒ X0] in Example 3.6
admits a categorical connection if and only if E0 → X0 is a principal G-bundle over the Lie
groupoid X = [X1 ⇒ X0]. Suppose E0 → X0 is a principal G-bundle over the Lie groupoid
X = [X1 ⇒ X0] with respect to the action µ : X1 ×s E0 → E0. Then the correspondence
with the decorated bundle is given by (p, γ, q) 7→

(
(p, γ), g

)
, where µ(γ, p) = q g.
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4. Atiyah sequence for principal 2-bundles over Lie groupoids

Let G be a Lie group, and L(G) the Lie algebra of G. For a principal G-bundle
π : P → M one can associate a short exact sequence

0 → Ad(P )
j/G

−−→ At(P )
π
/G
∗−−→ TM → 0, (4.1)

of vector bundles over the manifold M , known as Atyiah sequence [2]. Here Ad(P ) :=
(P × L(G))/G → M and At(P ) := TP/G → M are respectively the adjoint bundle and
the Atiyah bundle associated to the principal G-bundle π : P → M, and the associated
maps are respectively given by

j/G : [(p, B)] 7→ [
(
p, δp(B)

)
],

π/G
∗ : [(p, v)] 7→

(
π(p), π∗,p(v)

)
,

(4.2)

where δ(B) denotes the vertical vector field generated by the element B ∈ L(G). The

Atiyah bundle At(P ) → M , with π
/G
∗ : At(P ) → TM being the anchor map, forms a Lie

algebroid, known as the Atiyah Lie algebroid of the principal G-bundle π : P → M .

A connection on a principal G-bundle P (M,G) is a splitting of the Atiyah sequence in
Equation (4.1). Equivalently, a connection is same as a retract R : At(P ) → Ad(P ) of

j/G, or a section σ : TM → At(P ) of π
/G
∗ . The first equivalent condition for the splitting

in turn gives an L(G)-valued differential 1-form ω : TP → P × L(G) satisfying,

• ω(pg, vg) = adg−1(ω(p, v)), for g ∈ G, p ∈ P, v ∈ TpP and
• ω(p, δp(B)) = B, for p ∈ P , B ∈ L(G), where as before δ(B) denotes the vertical

vector field generated by the element B ∈ L(G),

while the second equivalent condition gives the horizontal sub-bundle H ⊂ TE satisfying,

• Hpg = (Rg)∗,pHp for all p ∈ P, g ∈ G and
• giving a smooth splitting Hp ⊕ ker π∗,p = TpP for each p ∈ P.

Here, Rg : P → P is the right translation map by the element g ∈ G.

We refer to [28, Appendix A] for a more detailed discussion on this association.

For a given G = [G1 ⇒ G0]-bundle E = [E1 ⇒ E0] over the Lie groupoid X = [X1 ⇒

X0, ] we have a pair of Atiyah sequences,

0 Ad(Ei) At(Ei) TXi 0

0 Xi Xi Xi 0

j
/Gi
i (πi)

/Gi
∗

, (4.3)

for i ∈ {0, 1}. These pairs of short exact sequences are intertwined by the functoriality
of various maps. We will see the right framework to describe the Atiyah sequences of a
principal 2-bundle is that of so-called ‘a Vector bundle groupoid’ or ‘a VB-groupoid’ in
short. For more details about VB-groupoids, we refer the reader to [14]. Let us recall the
definition given in [22].
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Definition 4.1 (VB-groupoid [22, Definition 3.1.]). Let [X1 ⇒ X0] be a Lie groupoid. A
VB-groupoid over [X1 ⇒ X0] is given by a morphism of Lie groupoids

V1 X1.

V0 X0

π1

tVsV tXsX

π0

,

satisfying the following conditions:

(1) the maps π1 : V1 → X1 and π0 : V0 → X0 are vector bundles,
(2) the maps (sV , sX), (tV , tX) are morphisms of vector bundles,
(3) for appropriate γ1, γ2, γ3, γ4 ∈ E1, we have (γ3◦γ1)+(γ4◦γ2) = (γ3+γ4)◦(γ1+γ2).

Equivalently, a VB-groupoid is a Lie groupoid object in the category of smooth vector
bundles.

A 1-morphism of VB-groupoids [V1 ⇒ V0] → [V ′
1 ⇒ V ′

0 ] over the base Lie groupoid
[X1 ⇒ X0] is a morphism of Lie groupoids Φ = (Φ1.Φ0) : [V1 ⇒ V0] → [V ′

1 ⇒ V ′
0 ] such

that (Φ0, IdX0), and (Φ1, IdX1) are morphisms of vector bundles. For a pair of such 1-
morphisms (Φ,Φ′, a 2-morphsim η : Φ =⇒ Φ′ is a smooth natural transformation such
that (η, 1) is a morphism of vector bundles from V0 → X0 to V1 → X1.

Proposition 4.1. The collection of VB-groupoids, 1-morphisms and 2-morphisms forms
a strict 2-category, and will be denoted as 2− VBGpd(X).

4.1. Atiyah sequence of VB-groupoids. Let E = [E1 ⇒ E0] be a G = [G1 ⇒ G0]-
bundle over X = [X1 ⇒ X0]. Then we show that the pair of short exact sequences
in Diagram 4.3 give a short exact sequence of VB-groupoids. To be precise, each pair
{TXi}i∈{0,1}, {Ad(Ei)}i∈{0,1} and {At(Ei)}i∈{0,1} forms a VB-groupoid over X = [X1 ⇒

X0], and the sequences define a short exact sequence of morphisms of VB-groupoids [29,
Section 2.4].

VB-groupoid TX.

It is obvious that the tangent bundle maps TX1 → X1 and TX0 → X0 give a VB-
groupoid [TX1 ⇒ TX0] → [X1 ⇒ X0].

VB-groupoid Ad(E).

To see the groupoid structure of [Ad(E1) ⇒ Ad(E0)], we first define

• the source map s/∼ : Ad(E1) → Ad(E0) as

[(γ̃, K)] 7→ [(s(γ̃), s∗,e(K))],

• the target map t/∼ : Ad(E1) → Ad(E0) as

[(γ̃, K)] 7→ [(t(γ̃), t∗,e(K))],

where γ̃ ∈ E1 and K ∈ L(G1). Next we make the following observation. Suppose

t/∼([(γ̃′
2, K

′
2)]) = s/∼([(γ̃1, K1)]). (4.4)

Then there exists a θ ∈ G0 such that s(γ̃′
2)θ = t(γ̃1) and adθ(s∗,e(K

′
2)) = t∗,e(K1). That

means (γ̃′
2, K

′
2)1θ =

(
γ̃′
2 1θ, ad1θ(K

′
2)
)

is composable with (γ̃1, K1). Note that (γ̃′
2, K

′
2)1θ ∈

[(γ̃2, K2)]. In other words, whenever the condition in Equation (4.4) met, there exists a
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composable pair respectively belonging to [(γ̃2, K2)] and [(γ̃1, K1)]. We choose such a pair
and define the composition as,

(
[(γ̃2, K2)]

)
◦
(
[(γ̃1, K1)]

)
= [

(
γ̃2 ◦ γ̃1, K2 ◦K1

)
]. (4.5)

If (γ̃′
2, K

′
2) and (γ̃′

1, K
′
1) are another pair of such elements, then there exist composable

k2, k1 ∈ G1 such that (γ̃′
2, K

′
2) =

(
γ̃2k2, adk2(K2)

)
and (γ̃′

1, K
′
1) =

(
γ̃1k1, adk1(K1)

)
. Then

(γ̃′
2 ◦ γ̃

′
1, K

′
2 ◦K

′
1)

=
(
(γ̃2k2) ◦ (γ̃1k1), (adk2(K2)) ◦ (Adk1(K1))

)

=
(
(γ̃2 ◦ γ̃1)(k2k1), (adk2k1(K2 ◦K1))

)

= (γ̃2 ◦ γ̃1, K2 ◦K1)(k2k1),

(4.6)

where in the third step we have used the functoriality of the Lie 2-group action. Thus
Equation (4.5) is well defined. The inverse and identity maps are the obvious ones.

Considering the following commutative diagram

E1 × L(G1) Ad(E1)

E0 × L(G0) Ad(E0)

δ0

sE×sG∗,e s/∼

δ1

,

we see that as sE and sG∗,e are surjective submersions, we have s/∼ ◦ δ0 a surjective

submersion. Since δ0 is a surjective submersion, it follows that s/∼ is also a surjective
submersion. Similarly, t/∼ is also a surjective submersion. Thus Ad (E) = [Ad(E1) ⇒

Ad(E0)] is a Lie groupoid.

The (quotient) vector bundles Ad(E1) → X1, and Ad(E0) → X0 form a VB-groupoid
[Ad(E1) ⇒ Ad(E0)] → [X1 ⇒ X0].

VB-groupoid At(E).

We leave out the technical details of the construction of the Lie groupoid [At(E1) ⇒
At(E0)], which are almost identical to the construction of the Lie groupoid Ad (E) =
[Ad(E1) ⇒ Ad(E0)]. The Lie groupoid structure on [At(E1) ⇒ At(E0)] has the following
description. The source, target maps are respectively given by

• s
/∼
∗ : At(E1) → At(E0),

[(γ̃, X̃)] 7→ [(s(γ̃), s∗,γ̃(X̃))],

• t
/∼
∗ : At(E1) → At(E0),

[(γ̃, X̃)] 7→ [(t(γ̃), t∗,γ̃(X̃))]

and composition is given by

[(γ̃2, X̃2)] ◦ [(γ̃1, X̃1)] = [(γ̃2 ◦ γ̃1, X̃2 ◦ X̃1)] (4.7)

for appropriate choice of representative elements of the equivalence classes. Then the
vector bundles At(E1) → X1 and At(E0) → X0 give a VB-groupoid [At(E1) ⇒ At(E0)] →
[X1 ⇒ X0].
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Lemma 4.2. Let E = [E1 ⇒ E0] be a G = [G1 ⇒ G0]-bundle over the Lie groupoid
X = [X1 ⇒ X0]. The vertical vector fields generating maps δp : L(G0) → TpE0 and
δ
(p

γ̃
−→q)

: L(G1) → Tγ̃E1 define a functor δ : E × L(G) → T (E). Moreover the functor δ

is G equivariant in the sense that, δ
(
pg, adg−1(B)

)
= δ(p, B) · g and δ

(
γ̃k, adk−1(K)

)
=

δ(γ̃, K) · k, for any p ∈ E0, g ∈ G0, B ∈ L(G0) and γ̃ ∈ E1, k ∈ G1, K ∈ L(G1).

Proof. It is an immediate consequence of the functoriality of the Lie 2-group action. �

Now it is evident that the maps {j
/Gi

i }i∈{0,1} and {(πi)
/Gi
∗ }i∈{0,1} in Diagram 4.3 respec-

tively define the morphisms of VB-groupoids, j/G : AdE → At(E) and π
/G
∗ : At(E) → TX.

Hence we conclude the following.

Proposition 4.3. Let E = [E1 ⇒ E0] be a G = [G1 ⇒ G0]-bundle over the Lie groupoid
X = [X1 ⇒ X0]. Then we have a short exact sequence

0 Ad(E) At(E) TX 0
j/G π

/G
∗ (4.8)

of VB-groupoids over X = [X1 ⇒ X0].

We call the short exact sequence above the Atiyah sequence associated to the [G1 ⇒ G0]-
bundle [E1 ⇒ E0] → [X1 ⇒ X0].

5. Connection on principal 2-bundles over Lie groupoids

We have observed that in a traditional principal bundle setup, a splitting of the as-
sociated Atiyah sequence gives a connection on the principal bundle. We can adapt the
same idea for the framework of the Atiyah sequence of a principal 2-bundle (Diagram
4.8). We will see that the categorical structure involved in a principal 2-bundle offers a
more enriched differential geometric connection structure.

5.1. Connection as a splitting of the Atiyah sequence.

Definition 5.1 (strict connection and semi strict connection). Let G be a Lie 2-group.
Let π : E → X be a G-bundle over a Lie groupoid X, and

0 Ad(E) At(E) TX 0
j/G π

/G
∗ (5.1)

its associated Atiyah sequence. A morphism R : At(E) → Ad(E) of VB-groupoids is said
to be a strict connection if

R ◦ j/G = 1Ad(E).

A morphism R : At(E) → Ad(E) of VB-groupoids is said to be a semi-strict connection
if R ◦ j/G is 2-isomorphic to 1Ad(E),

R ◦ j/G ≃ 1Ad(E)

in the category 2-VBGpd(X) (Proposition 4.1).
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Definition 5.2 (category of strict and semi-strict connections). Let G be a Lie 2-group,
and π : E → X a G-bundle over a Lie groupoid X. We define the category of strict (resp.
semi strict) connections for E(X,G) as a category whose objects are R : At(E) → Ad(E)
such that R is a strict (resp. semi strict) connections on E(X,G) and morphisms are
2-morphisms η : R =⇒ R′ of 2-VBGpd(X). We will denote the categories of strict and
semi strict connections respectively by the notations Cstrict

E
and Csemi

E
.

It is evident that a strict connection gives a functorial section TX At(E)Σ , with

respect to the VB-groupoid morphism At(E) TX
π
/G
∗ , splitting the tangent bundles

TEi → Ei, i ∈ {0, 1} into horizontal and vertical subbundles. On the other hand for
a semi-strict connection, the natural isomorphism R ◦ j/G =⇒ 1Ad(E) gives an obstruc-

tion for the corresponding VB-groupoid morphism TX At(E)Σ to be a section of

At(E) TX.
π
/G
∗ The issue is related to the parallel transport with respect to a con-

nection, which we will pursue in a subsequent paper.

Before providing a description of the connections on a principal 2-bundle in terms of
differential forms, we note an immediate consequence of our definition.

Lemma 5.1. Let π :
(
E = [E1 ⇒ E0]

)
→

(
X = [X1 ⇒ X0]

)
be a G-bundle over a

Lie groupoid X. Let R0 : At(E0) → Ad(E0) and R1 : At(E1) → Ad(E1) be the splittings
associated to be splittings of the respective Atiyah sequences. Then R0, R1 defines a strict
connection on π : E → X if and only if R0, R1 define a morphism of Lie groupoids from
At(E) to Ad(E).

Remark 5.2. For a given G = [G1 ⇒ G0]-bundle E = [E1 ⇒ E0] over X = [X1 ⇒ X0],
we have a simplicial principal G• = {Gi}i≥0 bundles E• = {Ei}i≥0 over X• = {Xi}i≥0,
where G•, E•, X• are the respective simplicial manifolds of groupoid nerves associated to
Lie groupoids G = [G1 ⇒ G0],E = [E1 ⇒ E0] and X = [X1 ⇒ X0]. Note each Gi has
a natural Lie group structure compatible with the composition. Then one can further
extend Diagram 4.3 to obtain a family of Atiyah sequences

0 Ad(Ei) At(Ei) TXi 0

0 Xi Xi Xi 0

j
/Gi
i (πi)

/Gi
∗

,

for i ≥ 0, where i-th level is related to i − 1-th level by the usual face and degeneracy
maps. In our follow-up paper we will introduce a Chern-Weil theory by incorporating the
Atiyah sequences as above into our framework.

5.2. Connections as differential forms.

Definition 5.3. Let G = [G1 ⇒ G0] be a Lie 2-group, and [E1 ⇒ E0] a Lie groupoid. An
L(G)-valued 1-form on [E1 ⇒ E0] is a morphism of Lie groupoids ω := (ω1, ω0) : TE →
L(G) such that ωi is an L(Gi)-valued differential 1-form on Ei, for i ∈ {0, 1}. If G acts
on E and ω : TE → L(G) is G-equivariant, then ω called a G-equivariant 1-form.
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The notion of a differential form on a Lie groupoid, called multiplicative forms, is
already available in literature [15]. It would be illustrative to express an L(G) valued
differential 1-form in terms of the crossed module to see the relation between our definition
and the notion of multiplicative forms. For that, suppose (G,H, τ, α) is the Lie crossed
module associated to G. Then G0 = G and G1 = H ⋊α G and L(G0) = L(G), L(G1) =
L(H) ⊕ L(G). Let ω := (ω1, ω0) : TE → L(G) is an L(G)-valued 1-form. Let ω1G, ω1H

respectively be the L(G) and L(H)-valued components of ω1. The functoriality condition
on ω, can be expressed as:

ω1G = s∗ω0,

t∗ω0 = s∗ω0 + τ(ω1H),

m∗ω1H = pr∗1ω1H + pr∗2ω1H ,

(5.2)

where m : E1×s,E0,tE1 → E1 is the composition map and pri : E1×s,E0,tE1 → E1, i ∈ {1, 2}
are the projection maps to respectively first and second components. Precisely the third
condition implies ω1H is an L(H)-valued multiplicative form on the groupoid [E1 ⇒ E0].
In particular, if G = e in the crossed module set-up, we recover the definition of a
multiplicative form given in [15].

We also refer to [43] for a different, but related, notion of an L(G)-valued differential
form on E = [E1 ⇒ E0], where the author considers simplicial manifold E• defined
by the nerve of the Lie groupoid E, and defines an L(G)-valued differential form as a
‘suitably chosen’ subcomplex of the double complex T p :=

⊕
p=i+j+kΩ

i(Ej ,Gk), where

G−1 = L(G),G0 = L(H),Gi = 0 ∀ i 6= −1 or 0. While the choice of the subcomplex eluded
above is in fact motivated by the connection structure on a principal 2-bundle over a
manifold, motivation for our definition of L(G)-valued differential forms is to find an
infinitesimal representation of the strict and semi-strict connection arising out of splitting
of the Atiyah sequence. Note further if we attach an L(H)-valued differential 2-form on
E0 with our differential form ω in Definition 5.3 we obtain a differential 1-form as per the
definition in [43].

Example 5.3. Let E = [E1 ⇒ E0] be a Lie groupoid. Suppose the Lie 2-group Ĥ :=

[H ⇒ e], associated to a Lie group H, acts on E. Then an L(Ĥ)-valued 1-form on E is
same as an L(H)-valued multiplicative 1-form on E. If the L(H)-valued multiplicative

1-form on E is H-equivariant, then so is the corresponding L(Ĥ)-valued 1-form on E.

Example 5.4. If a Lie group G acts on a smooth manifold M, then an L(G)-valued
1-form is same as an L(G ⇒ G)-valued 1-form on the Lie groupoid [M ⇒ M ]. If the
form on M is G-equivariant, then the corresponding L(G ⇒ G)-valued 1-form on the Lie
groupoid [M ⇒ M ] is [G ⇒ G] invariant.

Example 5.5. If the Lie 2-group [G ⇒ G] acts on a Lie groupoid E = [E1 ⇒ E0]. Then
an L(G)-valued 1-form on the Lie groupoid [E1 ⇒ E0] is an L(G)-valued 1-form on E0

such that t∗ω = s∗ω. The equivariancy of one implies the equivariancy of the other.

Example 5.6. Let (G,H, τ, α) be a Lie crossed module associated to a Lie 2-group
G. Let the Lie 2-group [G ⇒ G] acts on a Lie groupoid E = [E1 ⇒ E0]. We can
define another Lie groupoid E × H := [E1 × H ⇒ E0] with source, target and compo-
sition maps are respectively given by s̃(γ, h) = s(γ), t̃(γ, h) = t(γ)τ(h−1) and (γ2, h2) ◦
(γ1, h1) =

(
(γ2τ(h1)) ◦ γ1, h2h1

)
. The unit and inverse maps respectively are 1p = (1p, e)
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and
(
γ, h)−1 = (γ−1τ(h−1), h−1

)
. Moreover G has an action on E×H := [E1 ×H ⇒ E0]

given by (p, g) 7→ pg for the objects and (γ, h)(h′, g′) = (γg, αg−1(h′−1 h)) for the mor-
phisms. Let ω be an L(G)-valued G-equivariant 1-form on E0 such that s∗ω = t∗ω. Then
ω̃, defined as

ω̃γ, h(X,K) := ad(h,e) ω(s∗γ(X))− K · h−1,

and ω gives an L(G)-valued G-equivariant 1-form on Lie groupoid E×H := [E1×H ⇒ E0].
In the next subsection we will see this example follows from a more general construction.

Our next goal is to express the connections (strict and semi-strict) on a principal 2-
bundle as differential forms. The following definition is natural.

Definition 5.4 (Category of G-equivariant L(G)-valued 1-forms). Let G = [G1 ⇒ G0]
be a Lie 2 group acting on a Lie groupoid E = [E1 ⇒ E0]. The category of G-equivariant
L(G)-valued 1-forms on E, denoted ΩEG , is defined as follows.

• objects are G-equivariant 1-forms on E,
• morphisms are smooth natural isomorphisms η : ω =⇒ ω′ such that η

(
(p, v) · g

)
=

η(p, v) · 1g for all (p, v) ∈ TE0, g ∈ G0, and η : TE0 → L(G1) is an L(G1)-valued
1-form on E0.

Observe that a morphism of VB-groupoids S : At(E) → Ad(E)

At(E) Ad(E)

X X

S

π π ,

is of the form

[(p, v)] 7→ [(p, ω(p, v))], ∀[p, v] ∈ At(E0),

[(γ̃, X̃)] 7→ [(γ̃, ω(γ̃, X̃))], ∀[(γ̃, X̃)] ∈ At(E1)

and in turn defines a G-equivariant L(G)-valued 1-form ω : TE → L(G). Obviously con-
verse also holds.

Proposition 5.7. Let π : E → X be a G-bundle over a Lie groupoid X. Let R : At(E) →
Ad(E) be a morphism of VB-groupoids and ω : TE → L(G) the associated G-equivariant
L(G)-valued differential 1-form on the Lie groupoid E.

(1) R : At(E) → Ad(E) is a strict connection as in Definition 5.1 if and only if the
following diagram of morphisms of Lie groupoids

TE L(G)

E× L(G)

ω

δ
pr2

, (5.3)

commutes up to nose.
(2) R : At(E) → Ad(E) is a semi-strict connection if and only if the Diagram 5.3

commutes up to a G-equivariant, fiber-wise linear natural isomorphism.
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Proof. (1) If R is a strict connection then R◦j/G = 1Ad(E). That means the correspond-
ing G-invariant L(G) valued differential form (ω1, ω0) = ω : TE → L(G) define a
pair of classical connections on G0-bundle E0 → X0 and G1-bundle E1 → X1

respectively. Hence ω0, ω1 satisfy

ωi

(
xi, δxi

(Ai)
)
= Ai, i ∈ {0, 1}

for all xi ∈ Ei, Ai ∈ L(Gi), giving the commutation relation in Diagram 5.3. The
converse also easily follows.

(2) Now suppose R is a semi strict connection. Let ǫ : R ◦ j/G =⇒ 1Ad(E) be a 2
isomorphism in 2-VBGpd(X):

ǫ([p,B]) : R([p, δp(B)]) −→ [(p, B)].

We claim that, since π(ǫ([p, B]) = 1π(p), we have a unique
(
ω(p, δp(B))

κ(p,B)
−−−→

B
)
∈ L(G1) such that η([p, B]) = [(1p, κ(p,B))], for a chosen p ∈ E0, B ∈ L(G0).

To see this note that if ǫ([p, B]) = [(γp,B, αp,B)], for γp,B ∈ E1, αp,B ∈ L(G1),
then [s(γp,B)] = [p]. ⇒ ∃!g ∈ G0 such that s(γp,B)g = p. That means ǫ([p, B]) =
[(γp,B1g, ad1g−1(αp,B))], with γp,B1g starts at p and projects down to 1π(p) = π(1p)
in the G1-bundle E1 → X1. Hence choosing the unique element of G1 to translate

γp,B1g to 1p, we obtain the unique

(
ω(p, δp(B))

κ(p,B)
−−−→ B

)
∈ L(G1) such that

η([p, B]) = [(1p, κ(p,B))]. It is readily checked that κ : ω ◦ δ =⇒ pr2 is a natural
isomorphism. Moreover smoothness of ǫ implies smoothness κ. If we represent the
equivalence class [(p, B)] by some other element (p′, B′) =

(
pg, adg−1(B)

)
, we end

up with ǫ([p′, B′]) = [(1p′, κ(p′,B′))]. Implying (1p′, κ(p′,B′)) ∼ (1p, κ(p,B)). But that

means
(
1p′, κ(p′,B′)

)
=

(
1p, κ(p,B)

)
· 1g [this follows from the fact that p′ = pg and

freeness of action on the fiber of E1 → X1]. Which gives us the equivariancy of κ :

κ
(
pg, adg−1(B)

)
= ad1g−1

(
κ(p, B)

)
.

Conversely given a G-equivariant, fiber-wise linear natural transformation κ : ω◦
δ =⇒ pr2, we define ǫ : R ◦ j/G =⇒ 1Ad(E) by ǫ([p, B]) := [(1p, κ(p,B))]. The
map is well defined for the following reason. If (p′, B′) ∈ [(p, A)], then p′ =
pg, B′ = adg(B) for some g ∈ G. Then equivariancy of κ implies (1p′, κ(p′,B′)) =
(1p, κ(p,B))1g. Thus [(1p′, κ(p′,B′))] = [(1p, κ(p,B))]. ǫ satisfies π(ǫ[p,B]) = 1π(p). The
map is obviously smooth. Verification that η is a natural transformation and a
morphism in 2-VBGpd(X) is straightforward.

�

Let π : E → X be a G-bundle over a Lie groupoid X. A G-equivariant L(G)-valued
1-form ω : TE → L(G) satisfying the property (1) in Proposition 5.7 will be called a strict
connection 1-form, whereas a G-equivariant L(G)-valued 1-form ω : TE → L(G) satisfying
the property (2) in Proposition 5.7 will be called a semi-strict connection 1-form.

Definition 5.5 (Category of strict and semi-strict connection 1-forms). Let π : E → X

be a G-bundle over a Lie groupoid X. The category of strict and semi strict connections
have objects respectively the strict connection 1-forms and semi-strict connection 1-forms
and have morphisms the smooth natural isomorphisms η : ω =⇒ ω′ such that η

(
(p, v) ·
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g
)
= η(p, v) · 1g for all (p, v) ∈ TE0 and g ∈ G0. The category of strict and semi-strict

connections will be denoted respectively as Ωstrict
E

and Ωsemi
E

.

Now it is obvious that we have a sequence of categories

Ωstrict
E

⊂ Ωsemi
E

⊂ ΩEG .

Let us further examine the natural isomorphism κ : ω ◦ δ =⇒ pr2 of the Diagram
5.3 for a semi-strict connection ω : TE → L(G). We express G by its crossed module
(G,H, τ, α). Then for each (p, B) ∈ E0 × L(G0) we have a κ(p, B) of the form κ(p, B) =
(κω(p, B), ω

(
p, δp(B)

)
, where κω(p, B) ∈ L(H) and

ω
(
p, δp(B)

)
−B = −τ

(
κω(p, B)

)
(5.4)

Thus κω(p, B) measures the deviation ω
(
p, δp(B)

)
−B. In turn given a κ we have a smooth

fiber-wise linear map κω : E0 × L(G) → L(H). The equivariancy of κ implies

κω

(
pg, adg−1 B

)
= αg−1

(
κω(p, B)

)
. (5.5)

Since κ is a natural transformation, for
(
A

K
−→ B

)
∈ L(G1) and

(
p

γ̃
−→ q

)
∈ L(E1) the

following diagram commutes,

ω0,p

(
δp(A)

)
ω0,p

(
δq(B)

)

A B

κ(p,A)

ω1,γ̃

(
(δγ̃ )(K)

)

κ(q,B)

K

,

and we arrive at the condition

ω1,γ̃

(
δγ̃(K)

)
−K =

(
κω(p, A)− κω(q, B),−τ(κω(p, A))

)
. (5.6)

Consider the Lie 2-sub algebra L(G)τ := [L(H) ⋊ τ
(
L(H)

)
⇒ τ

(
L(H)

)
] of L(G) =

[L(H)⋊ L(G) ⇒ L(G)]. Observe that L(G)τ is invariant under the adjoint action of G.

Observe that Equation (5.6) gives us the following uniqueness property.

Lemma 5.8. Let ω be a semi strict connection 1-form on the G = (G,H, τ, α)-bundle
E = [E1 ⇒ E0] over X = [X1 ⇒ X0]. Then the natural transformation κ in Diagram 5.3
is unique.

Now we conclude the following.

Proposition 5.9. Let E = [E1 ⇒ E0] be a G = (G,H, τ, α)-bundle over X = [X1 ⇒ X0].
A G-equivariant 1-form ω : TE → L(G) is a semi-strict connection 1-form if and only if
the functor (ω ◦ δ − pr2) := κ̂ω is of the form κ̂ω(p, B) = τ(κω(p, B)) and κ̂ω(γ,K) =(
κω(p, A)−κω(q, B),−τ(κω(p, A))

)
for a smooth, fiber wise linear map κω : E0×L(G) →

L(H) satisfying Equation (5.5). In particular, if ω ◦ δ − pr2 is the zero functor then we
have a strict connection 1-form.

Corollary 5.10. Let ω = (ω0, ω1) : TE ⇒ L(G) be a strict connection 1-form on the
G = (G,H, τ, α)-bundle E = [E1 ⇒ E0] over X = [X1 ⇒ X0]. Let λ : TE0 → L(H) an
L(H)-valued 1-form on E0 satisfying the equivariance property λ(pg, v ·g) = αg−1

(
λ(p, v)

)
.

Then ω̃0 = ω0 + τ(λ) and ω̃1 = ω1 + τ(s∗λ) + t∗λ − s∗λ define a semi strict connection
ω̃ = (ω̃0, ω̃1) : TE → L(G).
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Proof. The functoriality of (ω̃0, ω̃1) is immediate. Since ω0p(δp(A)) = A, for A ∈ L(G0),
only thing remained to be verified is the G-equivariancy of the functor

Λ: TE → L(G),

(p, v) 7→ τ
(
λ(p, v)

)
,

(γ̃, X̃) 7→ τ
(
λ(s(γ̃), s∗,γ̃(X))

)
+ λ

(
t(γ̃), t∗,γ̃(X)

)
− λ

(
s(γ̃), s∗,γ̃(X)

)
.

(5.7)

Then Λ
(
(p, v)g

)
= τ

(
λ(pg, v · g)

)
= adg−1

(
Λ(p, v)

)
. To see the equivariancy at the mor-

phism level, consider s(γ̃, X̃) = (p, v), t(γ̃, X̃) = (q, w). Then

Λ
(
(γ̃, X̃)(h, g)

)

= τ
(
λ(pg, vg)

)
− λ(pg, vg) + λ(qτ(h)g, wτ(h)g)

= ad(e,g)−1 τ
(
λ(p, v)

)
− αg−1

(
λ(p, v)

)
+ αg−1τ(h−1)

(
λ(q, w)

)

= ad(e,g)−1 τ
(
λ(p, v)

)
− αg−1

(
λ(p, v)

)
+ αg−1

(
adh−1(λ(q, w))

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

ad(h,g)−1 (λ(q,w))

= ad(h,g)−1 τ
(
λ(p, v)

)
− αg−1(h−1) ·

(
ᾱαg−1 (h)(adg−1(τ(λ(p, v))))

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

ad(e,g)−1 τ
(
λ(p,v)

)
[using formulae in Equation (2.8)]

− ad(h,g)−1

(
(λ(p, v)

)
+
(
αg−1(adh−1(λ(p, v)))− αg−1

(
λ(p, v)

))
︸ ︷︷ ︸

−αg−1

(
λ(p,v)

)
[using formulae in Equation (2.8)]

+ad(h,g)−1(λ(q, w))

= ad(h,g)−1 τ
(
λ(p, v)

)
− ad(h,g)−1

(
(λ(p, v)

)
+ ad(h,g)−1(λ(q, w))

+[−αg−1(h−1) ·
(
ᾱαg−1 (h)(adg−1(τ(λ(p, v))))

)
+
(
αg−1(adh−1(λ(p, v)))− αg−1

(
λ(p, v)

))
]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
vanishes by (2) of Lemma 2.9

= ad(h,g)−1 τ
(
λ(p, v)

)
− ad(h,g)−1

(
(λ(p, v)

)
+ ad(h,g)−1(λ(q, w)).

�

The Corollary 5.10 gives a very straightforward way of finding a semi-strict connection
from a strict connection.

Example 5.11. Let P → M be a traditional principal G-bundle over the smooth manifold
M. A connection ω on P → M defines a strict connection (ω, ω) on principal Lie 2-group
[G ⇒ G]-bundle [P ⇒ P ] → [M ⇒ M ] over the Lie groupoid [M ⇒ M ]. A strict
connection is same as a semi strict connection for such a Lie 2-group bundle.

Example 5.12. Let [E1 ⇒ E0] be a principal [G ⇒ G]-bundle over [X1 ⇒ X0]. Then as
noted in Example 3.7, E0 → X0 is a principal G-bundle over [X1 ⇒ X0] and [E1 ⇒ E0] =
[s∗E0 ⇒ E0]. Then a strict connection ω on [G ⇒ G]-bundle [E1 ⇒ E0] → [X1 ⇒ X0] is a
connection on the principal G-bundle E0 → X0 such that s∗ω = t∗ω. A strict connection
is same as a semi strict connection for such a Lie 2-group bundle.

Remark 5.13. In Example 5.12 we recover the definition of a connection on a principal
G-bundle over a Lie groupoid [X1 ⇒ X0] as in [27].
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Example 5.14. Consider the principal [H ⇒ e]-bundle [E1 ⇒ X0] over [X1 ⇒ X0] of
Example 3.8. Then a strict connection is a classical connection ω on the principal H-
bundle [E1 ⇒ X1] such that ω is a multiplicative 1-form on the Lie groupoid [E1 ⇒ X0].
On the other hand any L(H)-valued H-equivariant multiplicative form on [E1 ⇒ X1] is a
semi strict connection (see also Example 5.3).

Example 5.15. Given a connection ω0 on a principal G-bundle E0 → X0, we define a
connection on the [G × G ⇒ G]-bundle [E1 ⇒ E0] over X = [X1 ⇒ X0] in Example 3.6
by

ω1(p,γ,q)(v1, X, v2) =
(
ω0(v1), ω0(v2)

)
,

for all (v1, X, v2) ∈ T(p,γ,q)E1.

In Section 5.3, we will prescribe a construction of connections on the decorated bundle.

We have shown a bijective correspondence between strict (resp. semi strict) connections
and strict (resp. semi strict) connection 1-forms for a principal 2-bundle. We show here
this correspondence extends to the respective categories as well.

Theorem 5.16. Let E = [E1 ⇒ E0] be a G = [G1 ⇒ G0]-bundle over a Lie groupoid
X = [X1 ⇒ X0].

(1) The categories Csemi
E

and Ωsemi
E

are isomorphic.
(2) The categories Cstrict

E
and Ωstrict

E
are isomorphic.

Proof. (1) The object level association has already been established in Proposition 5.7.
Let (G,H, τ, α) be the associated Lie cross module of G. Let R,R′ : At(E) → Ad(E)
be a pair of strict connections and η : R =⇒ R′ a natural transformation such
that π

(
η([p, v])

)
= 1π(p), for any [(p, v)] ∈ At(E0) = TE0/G0. Let ω, ω′ : TE →

L(G) be respective semi-strict connection 1-forms of R and R′. As noted earlier
then R[(p, v)] = [

(
p, ω(p, v)

)
], R′[(p, v)] = [

(
p, ω′(p, v)

)
]. Let η[p,v] : [

(
p, ω(p, v)

)
] →

[
(
p, ω′(p, v)

)
]. We claim that there exists ω(p, v)

η̄(p,v)
−−−→ ω′(p, v) ∈ L(G1) such that

[
(
1p, η̄(p, v)

)
] = η[p,v]. To see this suppose [(γ,K)] ∈ η[p,v]. That means there

exist g, g′ ∈ G0 such that s(γ)g = p, t(γ)g′ = p, adg−1

(
s(K)

)
= ω(p, v) and

adg′−1

(
t(K)

)
= ω′(p, v). Then (γ,K) · 1g = (γ1g, ad1g−1(K)) := (γp, Kω) ∈ η[p,v].

Now as π
(
η([p, v])

)
= 1π(p), we have π(γp) = π(1p). Thus both γp, 1p are el-

ements of the same fiber on the G1-bundle E1 → X1 with the same source
p. That means there exists a unique h ∈ H such that γp(h, e) = 1p. Com-
paring the targets t(γp)τ(h) = t(γ)gτ(h) = p = t(γ)g′. Which gives us g′ =
gτ(h) = gτ(h)g−1g = τ(αg(h))g. Thus (γp, Kω)·(h, e) =

(
1p, ad(h,e)−1(Kω)

)
∈ η[p,v].

Now ad(h,e)−1 Kω = ad(h,e)−1 ad1g−1(K) = ad(h,e)−1 ad(e,g)−1(K) = ad(h−1,g−1) K.

Now using Equation (2.8) we see s(ad(h−1,g−1)K) = adg−1

(
s(K)

)
= ω(p, v) and

t(ad(h−1,g−1) K) = adτ(h−1)g−1

(
t(K)

)
= adg′−1(t(K)) = ω′(p, v). We define

η̄(p, v) := ad(h,e)−1 Kω.

It is a straightforward verification that η̄ defines a smooth natural transformation
ω =⇒ ω′. Moreover if (p′, v′) = (p, v)θ, for some θ ∈ G0, then (p′, v′) ∈ [(p, v)].
Then above construction gives

(
1p′, η̄(p

′, v′)
)
∈ [

(
1p, η̄(p, v)

)
] and

(
1p′, η̄(p

′, v′)
)
=

(
1p, η̄(p, v)

)
1θ =

(
1pθ, ad1−1

θ
η̄(p, v)

)
.
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Hence we obtain the G equivariancy condition: ad1−1
θ

(
η̄(p, v)

)
= η̄(pθ, vθ).

In the other direction, if η̄ : ω =⇒ ω′ is a smooth, G-equivariant natural trans-
formation between the semi-strict connection 1-forms, we define a natural transfor-
mation between the corresponding semi-strict connections R,R′ : At(E) −→ AdE,
by η[p,v] = [

(
1p, η̄(p, v)

)
]. The G-equivariancy implies the map is well defined.

Now π(η[(p,v)]) = π(1p) = 1π(p). Thus we obtain a smooth natural transformation
η : R =⇒ R′ satisfying π(η[(p,v)]) = 1π(p).

It is readily checked that both the maps are functorial and inverses of each other.
(2) The proof is almost identical to that of the case of the semi-strict connections.

�

Let C̄strict
E

, C̄semi
E

, Ω̄semi
E

, and Ω̄strict
E

be the respective collections of connected compo-
nents of the categories Cstrict

E
, Csemi

E
,Ωsemi

E
, and Ωstrict

E
. Then the Theorem 5.16 tells us the

following.

Corollary 5.17. Let E = [E1 ⇒ E0] be a G = [G1 ⇒ G0]-bundle over a Lie groupoid
X = [X1 ⇒ X0].

(1) There exists a bijection between C̄strict
E

and Ω̄strict
E

.
(2) There exists a bijection between C̄semi

E
and Ω̄semi

E
.

5.3. Connection on decorated principal 2-bundles. Let (G,H, τ, α) be a Lie crossed
module and G = [G1 ⇒ G0] the associated Lie 2-group. Let E

dec → X be the decorated
bundle associated to a principal G-bundle

(
π : E0 → X0, µ, [X1 ⇒ X0]

)
(Proposition 3.11).

First we compute the differentials of the various structure maps and the action maps as-
sociated to the Lie groupoid Edec =

[
(s∗E0)

dec ⇒ E0

]
.

The source, target and composition maps of the tangent Lie groupoid
[
T (s∗E0)

dec ⇒

TE0

]
are respectively given by

s̃∗((γ,p),h)((X, v),K) = v,

t̃∗((γ,p),h)((X, v),K) = µ∗(γ,p)(X, v) · τ(h−1)− δµ(γ,p)τ(h−1)(τ(K) · τ(h
−1)),

(
(γ2, p2, h2), (X2, v2,K2)

)
◦
(
(γ1, p1, h1), (X1, v1,K1)

)

=
(
(γ2 ◦ γ1, p1, h2h1), (X2 ◦X1, v1, h2 · K1 + K2 · h1

)
.

(5.8)

The differential of the target map t̃ is computed by applying the chain-rule in the following
composition of maps

s∗E0 ×H
(Id,−1)
−−−−→ s∗E0 ×H

(µ,τ)
−−−→ E0 ×G −→ E0.

Let us compute the vertical vector field generating functor δ : Edec × L(G) → T (Edec)
with respect to the action defined in Equation (3.10). We have

δ : Edec × L(G) → T (Edec)

(p, B) 7→ δp(B)
(
(γ, p, h)(A,B)

)
7→ δp(B)− ᾱh(B)−A · h.

(5.9)

Note that, for a fixed ((γ, p), h) ∈ s∗E0×H, the map δ((γ,p),h) : H⋊G → s∗E0×H is given

by (h′, g) 7→
(
γ, pg, αg−1(h′−1h)

)
. The first coordinate is the constant map, the second
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coordinate is the right translation map, whereas the third coordinate can be decomposed
as

H ×G
−1,−1

−−−→ H ×G
(−,−)
−−−→ G×H

(Id,Rh)
−−−−→ G×H

α
−→ H.

Then the formula in 5.9 is computed by applying the chain-rule.

The derivatives of the right action of G on E are given as, for fixed g ∈ G, (h′, g) ∈ G1,

v 7→ vg

(X, v,K) 7→
(
X, vg, αg−1(h′−1 · K)

)
,

(5.10)

for v ∈ TpE0,
(
(X, v),K

)
∈ T((γ, p),h)

(
s∗Edec

0

)
. Here we have adopted the notations of

Remark 2.8.

Suppose the principal G-bundle
(
π : E0 → X0, µ, [X1 ⇒ X0]

)
over X admits a con-

nection ω, as defined in [27]; that is ω is a connection on G-bundle E0 → X0 satisfying
s∗ω = t∗ω, where s, t : [s∗E0 ⇒ E0] respectively given by s : (γ, p) 7→ p, t : (γ, p) 7→ µ(γ, p).
The condition explicitly reads

ωp(v) = ωµ(γ,p)

(
µ∗,(γ, p)(X, v)

)
, (5.11)

for any (γ, p) ∈ s∗E0, (X, v) ∈ T(γ,p)

(
s∗E0

)
.

Define an L(H ⋊G)-valued differential form on s∗E0 ×H ,

ωdec
(γ,p, h)(X, v,K) = ad(h, e)

(
ωp(v)

)
− K · h−1.

We will prove here that (ωdec, ω) is a strict connection 1-form on G-bundle E
dec over X.

Note that

ωdec
(γ, p, h)(X, v,K) = ad(h,e)

(
ωp(v)

)
− K · h−1, (5.12)

is same as

ωdec
((γ, p),h)(X, v,K) = ad(h,e)

(
(s∗ω)((γ,p),h)((X, v),K)

)
−Θh(K),

where Θ is the Maurer-Cartan form on H,
(
(γ, p), h

)
∈ s∗E0 × H and

(
(X, v),K

)
∈

T((γ, p),h)(s
∗E0 ×H) = T(γ,p)s

∗E0 ⊕ ThH.

Let us verify that (ωdec, ω) is a functor.

Lemma 5.18. (ωdec, ω) define a functor TEdec → L(G).

Proof. Using Equation (2.8) we write

ωdec
(γ,p,h)(X, v,K)

= ad(h,e)

(
ωp(v)

)
− K · h−1

= ωp(v)︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈L(G)

+ h · (ᾱh−1(ωp(v)))− K · h−1

︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈L(H)

.

Let
(
(γ2, p2, h2), (X2, v2,K2)

)
and

(
(γ1, p1, h1), (X1, v1,K1)

)
be a pair of composable mor-

phisms in TEdec, which means, by Equation (5.8), in particular

p2 = µ(γ1, p1)τ(h1)
−1

v2 = µ∗(γ1,p1)(X1, v1) · τ(h
−1
1 )− δµ(γ1,p1)τ(h1

−1)(τ(K1) · τ(h
−1
1 )).

(5.13)
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Note

s
(
ωdec
(γ2,p2,h2)

(X2, v2,K2)
)
= ωp2(v2),

t
(
ωdec
(γ1,p1,h1)

(X1, v1,K1)
)
= ωp1(v1) + τ(h−1

1 · (ᾱh1(ωp1(v1)))− K1 · h
−1
1 ).

(5.14)

Now plugging the equations of Equation (5.13) into the equations above and noting that
ω is a connection on G-bundle E0 → X0 satisfying ω(µ(γ1,p1))(µ∗(X1, v1)) = ωp1(v1) (see
Equation (5.11)), we obtain the required source-target consistency.

To verify the composition we separately compute
(
ωdec
(γ2,p2,h2)

(X2, v2,K2)
)
◦
(
ωdec
(γ1,p1,h1)

(X1, v1,K1)
)

and

ωdec
(γ2,p2,h2)◦(γ1,p1,h1)

(
(X2, v2,K2) ◦ (X1, v1,K1)

)
,

using last of the equations in Equation (5.8). As before, we plug-in the relations in
Equation (5.14) and use the properties of ω. After some calculation we derive,

(
ωdec
(γ2,p2,h2)

(X2, v2,K2)
)
◦
(
ωdec
(γ1,p1,h1)

(X1, v1,K1)
)

=ωp1(v1)− K1 · h
−1
1 − K2 · h

−1
2

+

[
h2 ·

(
ᾱ(h−1

2 )(adτ(h1)(ωp1(v1)))

)
+ h1 ·

(
ᾱ(h−1

1 )(ωp1(v1))
)]

(5.15)

and

ωdec
(γ2,p2,h2)◦(γ1 ,p1,h1)

(
(X2, v2,K2) ◦ (X1, v1,K1)

)

=ωp1(v1)− K1 · h
−1
1 − K2 · h

−1
2 +

[
h2h1 ·

(
ᾱ(h−1

1 h−1
2 )(ωp1(v1))

)]
.

(5.16)

Then Lemma 2.9 implies the terms inside [ ] on both equations are identical. Since ω was
multiplicative, we conclude (ωdec, ω) is a functor TEdec → L(G). �

Lemma 5.19. ωdec is a connection on H ⋊α G = G1-bundle s∗E0 ×H → X1.

Proof. Using Equations (5.9) and (5.10) one directly verifies

ωdec
((γ, p), h)·(h′, g′)

(
(X, v, K)) · (h′, g′)

)
= ad(h′ g′)−1

(
ωdec
((γ, p), h)

(
(X, v), K

))

and

ωdec
((γ, p), h)

(
δ
(A+B)
((γ, p), h))) = A +B

for A ∈ L(H), B ∈ L(G). �

Combining the last two lemmas we obtain the following result.

Proposition 5.20. Let
(
π : E0 → X0, µ, [X1 ⇒ X0]

)
be a principal G-bundle over the

Lie groupoid X = [X1 ⇒ X0] and ω a connection on it. Let (G,H, τ, α) = G be a Lie
2-group. Then (ωdec, ω) is a strict connection 1-form on G-bundle Edec over X, where ωdec

is as defined in Equation (5.12). Appropriately modifying the connection (ωdec, ω) using
Corollary 5.10, we obtain a semistrict connection.

Corollary 5.21. Every principal 2-bundle over a discrete Lie groupoid admits a connec-
tion.
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Proof. Let [E1 ⇒ E0] be a [G1 ⇒ G0]-bundle over a discrete Lie groupoid [X ⇒ X ].
Every such principal 2-bundle is a decorated bundle (Corollary 3.18). Then any choice
of a connection on the underlying principal G0-bundle over X gives a connection on the
principal 2-bundle (Proposition 5.20). �

The pair of groups (Rn⋊G,G), where G ⊂ GL(n,R) is of particular interest in Cartan
geometry (See [25, 41, 16]). We make one passing observation here relating our construc-
tion with that of Cartan’s connections (without going into the specifics).

Example 5.22. Suppose E0 → X0 is a G-bundle. Consider the G = (G,H, τ, α)-bundle
[(E0 × H) ⇒ E0] over the Lie groupoid [X0 ⇒ X0] (see Example 3.13). Let θ be a
Cartan connection for the pair

(
G ⊂ ker(τ)⋊G , ker(τ) ⋊G

)
on the principal G-bundle

E0 → X0 ([16, Definition 2.2]), that is a L(ker(τ) ⋊ G)-valued 1-form θ on E0 satisfying
the properties,

θp : TpE0 → L(ker(τ)⋊G) is a linear isomorphism for every p ∈ E0,

θpg(v · g) = ad(e,g)−1

(
θ(v)

)
, ∀p ∈ E0, g ∈ G,

θp
(
δp(B)

)
= B, ∀B ∈ L(G).

Then one obtains a connection

θ̃(p,h)(v,K) = ad(h,e)

(
θp(v)

)
− K · h−1

on H ⋊α G-bundle [(E0 × H) ⇒ E0]. The source maps E0 × H → E0, (p, h) 7→ p and
H ⋊α G → G, (h, g) 7→ g define a map from the principal H ⋊α G-bundle E0 ×H → X0

to the principal G-bundle E0 → X0. By push forwarding the connection θ̃ on H ⋊α G-
bundle E0 × H → X0 along this map of principal bundles we obtain a connection θ0
on the G-bundle E0 → X0. Then (θ̃, θ0) is a connection 1-form on G-principal bundle
[E0 ×H ⇒ E0] over [X0 ⇒ X0].

5.4. On the existence of connections on a principal 2-bundle. In this section, we
comment on the existence of connections on principal 2-bundle over a Lie groupoid.

We call a Lie groupoid X = [X1 ⇒ X0] proper étale if the source map (and hence
the target map as well) is a proper étale map. It is already known that a principal
G-bundle

(
E0 → X0, µ,X

)
over a proper étale Lie groupoid X = [X1 ⇒ X0] admits

a connection ([27, Theorem 3.16]), that is there exists a connection ω on the principal
G-bundle E0 → X0 satisfying

ωp = ωµ(γ, p).

Let (G,H, τ, α) = G be a Lie 2-group. We have seen in Section 5.3 that if a Lie group
G-bundle

(
E0 → X0, µ,X

)
admits a connection then the decorated bundle Edec over X

admits a connection. The Proposition 3.17 gives us a criteria for existence of a connection
on a Lie 2-group bundle over a proper étale Lie groupoid.

Proposition 5.23. Let (G,H, τ, α) = G be a Lie 2-group,and E = [E1 ⇒ E0] a G-bundle
over a proper étale Lie groupoid X = [X1 ⇒ X0]. If the G-bundle E admits a categorical
connection, then it also admits a connection.
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6. Gauge 2-group of a principal 2-bundle

In Definition 3.6 we have defined Gauge 2-group G(E) of a G-bundle E → X. Consider
the 2-group C∞(E,G)G, whose objects are morphisms of Lie groupoids σ : E → G such
that the diagram

E×G G×G

E G

σ×−1

Ad

σ

commutes, and morphisms are natural transformations Φ: σ1 =⇒ σ2 satisfying Φ(pg) =
1g

−1Φ(p)1g. The strict 2-group structure in C∞(E,G)G is given by pointwise multiplica-
tion.

The 2-group isomorphism between G(E) and C∞(E,G)G is given by

F (xi) = xiσ(xi), ∀xi ∈ Ei, i ∈ {0, 1}

Ψ(p) = 1pΦ(p), ∀p ∈ E0.
(6.1)

Let (G,H, τ, α) be the Lie crossed module associated to the Lie 2-group G = [G1 ⇒ G0].
Then a functor σ ∈ C∞(E,G)G is of the form σ(p) ∈ G and σ(γ̃) = (σγ̃ , gγ̃) ∈ H ⋊α G.
The functoriality of σ imposes following conditions on gγ̃ ∈ G, σγ̃ ∈ H,

gγ̃ = σs(γ̃),

σt(γ̃) = τ(σγ̃)σs(γ̃),

σγ̃2σγ̃1 = σγ̃2◦γ̃1 .

(6.2)

A straightforward but tedious computation, using Equation (2.7), gives us the following
G-equivariancy condition on (σγ̃, σp)

σp g = Adg−1(σp)

σγ̃ (h,g) = αg−1

(
Adh−1 (σγ̃)

)
.

(6.3)

Now suppose σ, σ′ : E → G are a pair of objects in C∞(E,G)G and Φ̃ : σ =⇒ σ′ an arrow

in C∞(E,G)G. Then Φ̃(p) : σ(p) → σ′(p) is of the form (Φp, σp), where Φ(p) ∈ H satisfies
the following conditions,

σ′(p) = τ(Φ(p)) σ(p),

σ′
γ̃ = Φq σγ̃ Φp

−1,

Φp g = αg−1(Φp),

(6.4)

for all p
γ̃
−→ q ∈ E1, g ∈ G.

Though our definition of gauge transformation is a straightforward categorification of
the traditional definition, as we will see, it offers an enrichment that does not have a
traditional counterpart.

Let π : E → X be a G = [G1 ⇒ G0]-bundle over a Lie groupoid X = [X1 ⇒ X0], which
admits a categorical connection. Let F : E → E be a gauge transformation. Observe that
F acts on the set of categorical connections by

(C · F )(γ, p) := F
(
C(γ, F−1(p))

)
, (6.5)
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where C is a categorical connection and (γ, p) ∈ s∗E0. The corresponding transformation
of the action reads as µ(γ, p) 7→ µF (γ, p) := F

(
µ(γ, F−1(p))

)
.

Choose a categorical connection C to realize the G-bundle as a decorated bundle Edec =

[s∗E0 × H ⇒ E0] ⇒ X over X, as described in Section 3.3. Let E
dec

be the decorated

bundle corresponding to the action µF . Note that E
dec

and E
dec both have same set of

objects and morphisms.

Proposition 6.1. Let θC·F : E
dec

→ E be the map defined in Lemma 3.16. Let σ : E → G

be a gauge transformation. Then σ ◦ θC·F : E
dec

→ G is a gauge transformation on E
dec

.

Proof. We verify σ◦θC·F is a functor E
dec

→ G satisfying conditions in Equation (6.3). �

We can further simplify the calculations for the gauge transformation on a decorated
bundle as follows. Note that

(
(γ, p), h

)
=

(
(γ, p), e

)
(h−1, e). Therefore if F : Edec →

Edec is a gauge transformation, then F (γ, p, h) = F (γ, p, e)(h−1, e). In turn the gauge
transformation F : Edec → E

dec is completely determined by a smooth functor F0 : s
∗E0 →

s∗E0 × H satisfying F0(p g) = F0(p) g, F0(γ, p g) = F0(γ, p) 1g. Consider the inclusion
1: [G ⇒ G] →֒ [H ⋊G ⇒ G]. Then, (F0, 1) is a map of principal 2-bundles s∗E0 → Edec

from the [G ⇒ G]-bundle s∗E0 → X to to the [H ⋊G ⇒ G]-bundle Edec → X.

The association is given as F (p) = F0(p) and F (γ, p, h) = F0(γ, p)(h
−1, e). Equivalently

if σ ∈ C∞(Edec,G)G corresponds to F : Edec → Edec, then σ is completely determined by
a smooth functor σ0 : s

∗E0 → G satisfying σ0(p g) = g−1σ0(p)g, σ0(γ, p g) = 1−1
g σ0(γ, p)1g,

and then σ is given as σ(p) = σ0(p) and σ
(
(γ, p), h

)
= (h, e) σ0(γ, p) (h

−1, e).

Proposition 6.2. Let Edec = [s∗E0 × H ⇒ E0] be the decorated (G,H, τ, α) = G-
bundle associated to a G-bundle (E0 → X0 µ,X) over the Lie groupoid X = [X1 ⇒ X0].
Then a gauge transformation σ : Edec → G is completely determined by a smooth functor
σ0 : s

∗E0 → G satisfying σ0(p g) = g−1σ0(p)g, σ0(γ, p g) = 1−1
g σ0(γ, p)1g, and σ is given as

σ(p) = σ0(p),

σ
(
(γ, p), h

)
= (h, e) σ0(γ, p) (h

−1, e).
(6.6)

Equivalently it is completely determined by a map of principal 2-bundles (F0, 1) : s
∗E0 →

Edec. The association is given as F (p) = F0(p) and F
(
(γ, p), h

)
= F0(γ, p)(h

−1, e).

Example 6.3. Any gauge transformation on a principal G-bundle E → M defines a
gauge transformation on the [G ⇒ G]-bundle [E ⇒ E] over [X ⇒ X ] and vice versa.

Example 6.4. Recall that a principal [G ⇒ G]-bundle [E1 ⇒ E0] → [X1 ⇒ X0] is same
as the pullback bundle [s∗E0 ⇒ E0] → [X1 ⇒ X0] defined with respect to an action
µ : s∗E0 → E0 (Example 3.7). Then, any gauge transformation on a principal [G ⇒ G]-
bundle [E1 ⇒ E0] → [X1 ⇒ X0] is given by a gauge transformation F : E0 → E0 on the
principal G-bundle E0 → X0 such that F

(
µ(γ, p)

)
= µ(γ, F (p)).

Example 6.5. Let (G,H, τ, α) = G be a Lie 2-group and E → X a principal G-bundle.
Consider the decorated Lie 2-group (G,H, τ, α)-bundle Edec := [E ×H ⇒ E] over [X ⇒

X ] constructed in Example 3.13. Any gauge transformation F : E → E on the principal
G-bundle E → X defines a gauge transformation on the (G,H, τ, α)-bundle Edec → Edec

by p 7→ F (p) and (p, h) 7→
(
F (p), h

)
, for p ∈ E, h ∈ H.
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Example 6.6. Consider the [H ⇒ e]-bundle [E1 ⇒ X0] over [X1 ⇒ X0] of Example 3.8.
Then a gauge transformation F : E1 → E1 on the (traditional) principal H-bundle E1 →
X1 defines a gauge transformation on [H ⇒ e]-bundle [E1 ⇒ X0] over [X1 ⇒ X0] by
x 7→ x and γ̃ 7→ F (γ̃), for x ∈ X0, γ̃ ∈ E1.

6.1. Action of Gauge 2-group on the category of Connections. Let G be a Lie
2-group, π : E → X a G-bundle over X and G(E) its gauge 2-group. Let Ωsemi

E
and

Ωstrict
E

respectively be the categories of strict and semi-strict connection 1-forms. Let
F : E → E be a gauge transformation. Then by taking the differentials of F we obtain
the G-equivariant Lie groupoid isomorphisms F∗ : TE → TE

(p, v) 7→ F∗

(
p, v

)
:=

(
p, F∗,p(v)

)
,

(γ̃, X̃) 7→ F∗(γ̃, X̃) :=
(
γ̃, F∗,γ̃(X̃)

)

for any (p, v) ∈ TE0, (γ̃, X̃) ∈ TE1. Similarly if Ψ: F =⇒ F ′ is an arrow in the category
G(E), then the differential of Ψ gives us a G-equivariant natural isomorphism Ψ∗ : F∗ =⇒
F ′
∗ :

(p, v) 7→ Ψ∗(p, v) :=
(
1p,Ψ∗,p(v)

)
: F∗(p, v) −→ F ′

∗(p, v). (6.7)

Now given an object ω ∈ Ωstrict
E

orΩsemi
E

and an arrow
(
ζ : ω =⇒ ω′

)
∈ Ωstrict

E
orΩsemi

E
we

respectively define

(F, ω) 7→ ω ◦ F−1
∗ : TE → L(G),

(
Ψ: F =⇒ F ′, ζ : ω =⇒ ω′

)
7→ ζ ◦H Ψ∗

−1 : ω ◦ F−1
∗ =⇒ ω ◦ F−1

∗ ,
(6.8)

where ◦H denote the horizontal composition of natural transformations. We claim that
Equation (6.8) defines an action of the Lie 2-group G(E) on Ωstrict

E
and Ωsemi

E
. If ω ∈ Ωstrict

E

then it is obvious that ω ◦ F−1
∗ ∈ Ωstrict

E
. Moreover G-equivariance of ζ : ω =⇒ ω′ and

Ψ: F =⇒ F ′ give the G-equivariance of ζ ◦H Ψ∗
−1 for a morphism Ψ either in Ωstrict

E
or

Ωsemi
E

. Perhaps the only non-trivial part is to show that ω ◦ F−1
∗ ∈ Ωsemi

E
for ω ∈ Ωsemi

E
.

Precisely we have to show that if there exists a G-equivariant natural isomorphism κ : ω ◦
δ =⇒ pr2 then there exists a G-equivariant natural isomorphism κ∗ : (ω ◦F−1

∗ )◦δ =⇒ pr2,
where δ is the vertical vector field generating functor for the action of G on E. To see this
we proceed as follows

For (p, B) ∈ E0×L(G0) we define κ∗ :
(
ω◦F−1

∗

)
◦δ =⇒ pr2 as κ∗(p, B) = κ

(
F−1(p), B

)
.

Note that since a gauge transformation preserves the vertical vector field, F−1
∗, p(δp(B)) =

δF−1(p)(B), we have s
(
κ∗(p, B)

)
= s

(
κ
(
F−1(p), B

))
= ω(δF−1(p)(B)) =

(
ω ◦F−1

∗

)
◦ δ(p, B)

and t
(
κ∗(p, B)

)
= t

(
κ
(
F−1(p), B

))
= B. Thus

κ∗(p, B) :
(
ω ◦ F−1

∗

)
◦ δ(p, B) → B.

Moreover since κ : ω ◦ δ =⇒ pr2 is a natural transformation, for any (p, B)
(γ̃,K)
−−−→

(q, B′) ∈ E1 × L(G1), we have

K ◦ κ(F−1(p), B) = κ(F−1(q), B′) ◦ ω
(
F−1(γ), δF−1(γ)(K)

)
. (6.9)

Substituting δF−1(γ̃)(K) by F−1
∗, γ̃

(
δγ̃(K)

)
we confirm that κ∗ is indeed a natural transfor-

mation. Now we verify G-equivariancy of κ∗,

κ∗

(
(p, B) g

)
= κ

(
(F−1(p), B) g

)
= κ(F−1(p), B) 1g = κ∗(p, B) 1g.
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Proposition 6.7. Let π : E → X be a G-bundle over X and G(E) its gauge 2-group. Then
Equation (6.8) defines an action of G(E) on Ωsemi

E
. The action restricts to Ωstrict

E
⊂ Ωsemi

E
.

If one represents F by σ ∈ C∞(E,G)G, then the gauge transformations of a strict
connection 1-form ωst and a semi-strict connection 1-form ωse are respectively expressed
as

ωst 7→ Adσ ω
st − (dσ)σ−1,

ωse 7→ Adσ ω
se − κ̂ωse ◦ (dσ)σ−1 − (dσ)σ−1,

(6.10)

where κ̂ωse : E×L(G) −→ L(G)τ = [L(H)⋊τ
(
L(H)

)
⇒ τ

(
L(H)

)
] is as in Proposition 5.9.

Note that here everything is defined point-wise.

Remark 6.8. Since Ωstrict
E

and Ωsemi
E

respectively are isomorphic to Cstrict
E

and Csemi
E

, the
action in Proposition 6.7 induces actions of G(E) on Cstrict

E
and Csemi

E
. The induced action

is given as (R, , F ) 7→ F ◦R◦TF−1, where F : Ad(E) → Ad(E) sends [xi, Ai] to [F (xi), Ai]
for any [xi, Ai] ∈ Ad(Ei), i ∈ {0, 1} and TF : At(E) → At(E) sends an object [xi, vi] to
[F (xi), F∗,xi

(vi)] for any [xi, vi] ∈ At(Ei), i ∈ {0, 1}.

As with the connections, one can consider the set of categorical connected components
Ḡ(E) of the gauge 2-group G(E) for a G-bundle π : E → X. Then we have the following.

Corollary 6.9. Let π : E → X be a G-bundle over X and ¯G(E) its connected components

of the gauge 2-group. Then Equation (6.8) defines an action of Ḡ(E) on Ω̄E

semi
. The action

restricts to Ω̄strict
E

⊂ Ω̄semi
E

.

6.2. An Extended symmetry of Ωsemi
E

. In fact, Ωsemi
E

enjoys a larger symmetry than
given in Proposition 6.7. To see this, consider

ΩG
(
E0, L(H)

)
=

{
λ : TE0 → L(H)

∣∣λp·g(v · g) = αg−1

(
λp(v)

)}
,

the G-equivariant L(H)-valued smooth 1-forms on E0. Observe that every such λ ∈
ΩG

(
E0, L(H)

)
can be viewed as a G-equivariant 1-form λ : TE → L(G) on E taking

values in L(G)τ =
[
L(H)⋊ τ

(
L(H)

)
⇒ τ

(
L(H)

)]
⊂ L(G),

λ := τ(λ) : TE0 → τ
(
L(H)

)
,

λ :=
(
t∗λ− s∗λ+ (τ(s∗λ)

)
: TE1 → L(H)⊕ τ(L(H).

(6.11)

Let Ω̂G(E0, L(H)) be the category whose objects are functors of the form Equation (6.11)
and morphisms are fiber-wise linear natural transformations.

Now, we intertwine the category Ω̂G(E0, L(H)) with the gauge 2-group G(E) to define

a 2-group Gext := G(E)× Ω̂G(E0, L(H)) with group products

(F, λ)(F ′, λ′) =
(
FF ′, λ+ (λ′ ◦ F−1

∗ )
)
,

(Ψ, θ)(Ψ′, θ′) =
(
ΨΨ′, θ + (θ′ ◦H Ψ−1

∗ )
)
.

(6.12)

One has to apply Remark 2.6 to verify that Gext is a 2-group. Note that here we have
made the identification Obj

(
Gext

)
≃ Obj

(
G(E)

)
× ΩG(E0, L(H)).
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Then Proposition 5.9 allows us to define a left action of Gext on Ωsemi
E

by
(
(F, λ), ω

)
7→ ω ◦ F−1

∗ + λ : TE → L(G),
(
(Ψ, θ), ζ

)
7→ ζ ◦H Ψ−1

∗ + θ.
(6.13)

One can as well express the action above as
(
(σ, λ), ω

)
7→

(
Adσ(ω)− κω ◦ (dσ)σ−1 − (dσ)σ−1 + λ

)
: TE → L(G), (6.14)

where σ ∈ C∞(E,G)G.

We call the action above an extended gauge transformation. It is obvious that this
action does not restrict to Ωstrict

E
(see Corollary 5.10). Particularly, the action we derived

in Equation (6.13) is of some importance in higher gauge theory and related areas of
physics (for example 2-BF theories). We refer to the work of Martins and Miković [32],
and works of Martins and Picken in this context [30, 33, 31]. It would be instructive to
consider the following example.

Example 6.10. Consider the G = (G,H, τ, α)-bundle Edec := [E ×H ⇒ E] over [X ⇒

X ] defined by a traditional principal G-bundle E → X as in Example 3.13. A gauge
transformation σ : Edec → G on Edec = [E ×H ⇒ E] is given, by a gauge transformation
σ0 : E → G on the G-bundle E → X, as σ(p) = σ0(p), σ(p, h) =

(
h, σ0(p)

)
. Thus an

extended gauge transformation (σ, λ) is given by a classical gauge transformation σ0 : E →
G on the G-bundle E → X and a G-equivariant L(H)-valued 1-form λ ∈ ΩG

(
E,L(H)

)
on

E. In Corollary 5.21 we have seen, any connection ω0 on the principal G-bundle E → X
gives a strict connection ω := (ωdec, ω0). Under the action of (σ, λ), the connection ω
transforms as:

ω 7→ Adσ ω − (dσ)σ−1 + λ.

Which explicitly reads

ω0(p) 7→ Adσ0(p) ω0(p)− (dσ0(p))σ0(p)
−1 + τ(λ(p)),

ωdec(p, h) 7→ Ad(h, σ0(p)) ω
dec(p, h)−

(
d
(
h, σ0(p)

))(
h, σ0(p)

)−1

+
(
τ(λ(p))− λ(p) + Adh λ(p)

)
.

(6.15)

The gauge transformation obtained here in Equation (6.15) is precisely the gauge trans-
formation of a connection 1-form in the higher gauge theories (see [44] or [32]). Note that
the extended gauge transformation is a direct consequence of obstruction to the splitting
of the Atiyah sequence in Diagram 5.1, and global in nature. Of course, higher gauge the-
ories also involve higher-order differential forms, which we have not dealt with here. In
our follow-up paper, we will construct the Chern-Weil theory for the framework developed
here, which is expected to make the relation with higher gauge theories more transparent.
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