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1 Introduction

These notes cover the theory of vector and principal bundles from a pure mathematics viewpoint,
with which the author hopes to later understand some physics and gauge theory. We will use the
summation convention through these notes, and we always work in the smooth category.

2 Some Linear Algebra

For an n-dimensional vector space V , the space of tensors of type (r, s) on V will be denoted by

Vr,s := V ⊗ · · · ⊗ V︸ ︷︷ ︸
r times

⊗V ∗ ⊗ . . .⊗ V ∗︸ ︷︷ ︸
s times

The tensor algebra T (V ) over V is the direct sum of all of the spaces, i.e.

T (V ) :=
⊕
r,s≥0

Vr,s

Its a non-commutative, associated, graded algebra, with multiplication given by ⊗. Let C(V )
denote the sub-algebra of pure covariant tensors, i.e.

C(V ) :=
⊕
r≥0

Vr,0

Let I(V ) be the two-sided ideal in C(V ) generated by all elements of the form u ⊗ u. This is a
graded ideal, where we set Ik(V ) = I(V ) ∩ Vk,0. Then we define the k-th exterior power of V to
be the vector space Λk(V ) = Vk,0/Ik(V ), and define the exterior algebra of V to be the algebra

Λ(V ) := C(V )/I(V )

This inherits a multiplication structure by taking the equivalence class of the tensor product of
representatives of two equivalence classes. We denote this multiplication by ∧, hence the equivalence
class of v1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vr is denoted by v1 ∧ · · · ∧ vr.

A pairing of vector spaces V and W is a bilinear map ( , ) : V ×W → R. A pairing is said
to be non-degenerate if for each non-zero v ∈ V there is a w ∈ W such that (v, w) 6= 0. This
is equivalent to saying that the association v 7→ (v,−) defines an isomorphism V ∼= W ∗. Suppose
( , ) is a non-degenerate pairing on V and W so that V is isomorphic to W ∗, and suppose these
vector spaces are of dimension n. The process of turning vectors in V into covectors in W is called
lowering an index (and the inverse is called raising an index). Let us look at this process in a basis.

Fix a basis (ei) and (fi) for V and W respectively, and let (ei) and (f i) denote the dual bases.
This determines an n by n matrix gij = (ei, fj), which is non-singular since the pairing is non-
degenerate. For v = viei in V let λ = λif

i denote the covector corresponding to v, i.e. λ = (v,−).
Then

λj = λ(fj) =
(
viei, fj

)
= gijv

i (2.1)

So, λ in the basis (f i) is equal to v in the basis (ei) multiplied by the transpose of the matrix
(gij). On the other hand, if we knew the covector λ and wanted to find the corresponding vector
v in V , we would need to multiply by the inverse of the transpose of (gij). However, the inverse of
the transpose is the transpose of the inverse, so we have that the components of v in terms of the
components of λ are given by

vj = gijλi (2.2)
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To make sure this is correct we see that

vj = gijλi = gijgkiv
k = δjkv

k = vj

Non-degenerate pairings most often come in the form of inner products. Let 〈 , 〉 be an inner
product on V , that is, 〈 , 〉 is a symmetric, bilinear, non-degenerate pairing on V ×V (note that we
are allowing indefinite signature here). We have a canonical isomorphism V ∼= V ∗, and the process
of converting vectors (covectors) to covectors (vectors) is again called lowering (raising) an index.
This time, however, the matrix gij = 〈ei, ej〉 in a basis is symmetric, so the transpose of (gij) is
equal to itself, and so 2.1 and 2.2 can be written as

λi = gijv
j (2.3)

vi = gijλj (2.4)

When written like this we see that lowering (or raising) an index means to multiply by the inner
product matrix (or its inverse) and contract a pair of indices. More generally, given any tensor
F ∈ Vr,s we can use the metric to lower or raise any index. For example, suppose F ∈ V ⊗V ∗⊗V ⊗V ∗
has components F i kj l and we wanted to lower the first index to get the corresponding tensor in
V ∗ ⊗ V ∗ ⊗ V ⊗ V ∗. This tensor would have components F k

ij l defined by

F k
ij l := gimF

m k
j l

Now suppose we wanted to raise the last index to get the corresponding tensor in V ∗⊗V ∗⊗V ⊗V .
This tensor has component F kl

ij defined by

F kl
ij := glnF k

ij n = glngimF
m k
j n

The inner product 〈 , 〉 can be extended to an inner product on all the vector spaces we construct
from V , such as V ∗, V ⊗ V , and more generally Vr,s. For example, if λ, η ∈ V ∗ are covectors, then
we can define 〈λ, η〉 to simply be 〈v, w〉, where v, w are the corresponding vectors of λ, η from
raising an index. In components, if λ = λie

i and η = ηie
i, then v = gijλjei and w = gijηjei are the

corresponding vectors, and so

〈λ, η〉 := 〈v, w〉 =
〈
gijλjei, g

klηlek

〉
= gijgklgikλjηl = gijδliλjηl = gijλiηj

On the other hand, for V⊗V we can first define 〈 , 〉 on the simple tensors, v⊗w, and extend linearly.
So we define 〈v1 ⊗ w1, v2 ⊗ w2〉 = 〈v1, w1〉 〈v2, w2〉, then if F = F ijei ⊗ ej and G = Gijei ⊗ ej , then

〈F,G〉 :=
〈
F ijei ⊗ ej , Gklek ⊗ el

〉
= F ijGklgikgjl

Putting these two examples together we can more generally say that if F,G ∈ Vr,s have the following
expressions

F = F j1···jri1···is ej1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ejr ⊗ e
i1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eis

G = Gj1···jri1···is ej1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ejr ⊗ e
i1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eis

then

〈F,G〉 =
〈
F j1···jri1···is ej1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ejr ⊗ e

i1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eis , Gl1···lrk1···ks
el1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ elr ⊗ ek1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ eks

〉
:= F j1···jri1···is G

l1···lr
k1···ks

gj1l1 · · · gjrlrgi1k1 · · · gisks

We can easily compute dim ΛpV =
(
p
n

)
=
(
p

n−p
)

= dim Λn−pV , so these vector spaces are
isomorphic. There is a particularly nice isomorphism, called the Hodge star. We will give 3
equivalent definitions of the star operator, as each has its own advantages.
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1. The first is the most natural way of defining the star operator. Consider the pairing ( , ) :
ΛpV ×Λn−pV → ΛnV ∼= R given by (ω, η) = ω ∧ η. This pairing is non-degenerate, so we get
a canonical isomorphism ΛpV → (Λn−pV )∗. Since the inner product 〈 , 〉 on V induces an
inner product on Λn−pV , we can raise indices to get an isomorphism (Λn−pV )∗ ∼= Λn−pV , and
composing these two isomorphisms gives an isomorphism, which is called the Hodge star,
? : ΛpV → Λn−pV .

2. Let (e1, . . . , en) be a positively oriented basis for V , and let ω = e1 ∧ · · · ∧ en, which is a
generator of the 1-dimensional space ΛnV . Fix a tensor µ ∈ ΛpV and define the linear map
F : Λn−pV → ΛnV by F (λ) = µ ∧ λ. This map must be of the form F (λ) = f(λ)ω for some
functional f : Λn−pV → R. Functionals on an inner product space take a special form. This
follows from the the Reisz representation theorem, but we state and prove a baby version of
this theorem.

Proposition 2.1. Let V be an n-dimensional vector space with inner product 〈, 〉. Then for
any functional f : V → R there is a vector w ∈ V such that

f(v) = 〈v, w〉

for all v ∈ V .

Proof. Let (e1, . . . , en) be an orthonormal basis, that is, 〈ei, ej〉 = δij . Define w =
∑
f(ei)ei.

Then for any v =
∑
viei in V we have

〈v, w〉 =
〈∑

viei,
∑

f(ej)ej
〉

=
∑

vif(ej) 〈ei, ej〉 =
∑

vif(ej)δij =
∑

vif(ei) = f(v)

So, by proposition 2.1 we must have that there is some µ̃ ∈ Λn−pV such that

µ ∧ λ = f(λ) = 〈λ, µ̃〉

where 〈, 〉 is the induced inner product on Λn−pV . The tensor µ̃ is called the Hodge star of
µ, and is denoted by ?µ.

We show that ? : ΛpV → Λn−pV is well-defined, that is, it does not depend on the basis (ei).
Let (e′i) be another positively oriented basis for V , and let ω′ = e′1 ∧ · · · ∧ e′n. The ω and ω′

are related by
ω′ = (detT )ω

where T : V → V is the linear map such that Tei = e′i. Since (ei) and (e′i) are both positively
oriented and orthonormal we have detT = 1, hence ω = ω′. With F defined as before we
see that there must be a linear map f ′ : Λn−pV → R such that F (λ) = f ′(λ)ω′ = f ′(λ)ω,
hence f ′ = f . Therefore the µ′ constructed from proposition 2.1 for f ′ will be equal to the µ̃
constructed for f , hence ?µ = µ̃ = µ′ is well-defined.

3. For a positively oriented, orthonormal basis (ei) define

?(e1 ∧ · · · ∧ ep) = ep+1 ∧ · · · ∧ en

This property uniquely determines ? as a linear map ΛpV → Λn−pV .
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Note that the ? operator depends on the inner product 〈 , 〉, but we do not include this in the
notation.

There is a certain kind of equivalence between the concept of exterior powers and alternating
multilinear maps. We formulate this now. An r-multilinear map f : V × · · · × V → W is called
alternating if

f(vσ(1), . . . , vσ(r)) = (−1)σf(v1, . . . , vr)

for all permutations σ ∈ Sr, where (−1)σ denotes the sign of σ. When W = R, the vector space of
all multilinear maps will be denoted by Mr(V ) and the subspace of all alternating will be denoted
by Altr(V ). The most important property of exterior powers is that it solves a certain universal
problem. First recall that tensor products have a universal property, and because of this property
there is a natural isomorphism

(Vr,0)∗ ∼= Mr(V ) (2.5)

There is a natural pairing ( , ) : Vr,0 × (V ∗)r,0 → R. For simple tensors of the form

u = u1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ur ∈ V ⊗ · · · ⊗ V

v∗ = v∗1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ v∗r ∈ V ∗ ⊗ · · · ⊗ V ∗

then
(u, v) = v∗1(u1) · · · v∗r (ur)

It is easy to see that this gives a bilinear map and is a non-singular pairing, so if we add in the
natural isomorphism from (2.5) we get the following three canonical isomorphisms

(V ∗)r,0 ∼= (Vr,0)∗ ∼= Mr(V )

This allows us to induce an algebra structure on Mr,s(V ) from the algebra structure of (V ∗)r,s.
We can formulate a universal property for alternating maps, and induce an algebra structure

on the space of alternating maps.

Proposition 2.2. Let π : V ×· · ·×V → Λk(V ) denote the natural map (v1, . . . , vk) 7→ v1∧· · ·∧vk.
For each multilinear, alternating map f : V × · · · × V → W there is a unique linear map f̃ :
Λk(V )→W such that the following diagram commutes

Λk(V )

f̃

((PPPPPPPPPP

V × · · · × V

π

OO

f
// W

Proof. It is clear how we should define the missing map: f̃(v1 ∧ · · · ∧ vk) = f(v1, . . . , vk). We just
have to show this is well-defined and unique.

Let us apply proposition 2.2 to the case W = R. The universal property says that the space of
alternating maps Altk(V ) is isomorphic to the space of linear maps Λk(V )→ R, therefore we have
a natural isomorphism

Altk(V ) ∼=
(

ΛkV
)∗

(2.6)
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There is a pairing ( , ) : Λk(V )× Λk(V ∗) given by

u = u1 ∧ · · · ∧ uk

v∗ = v∗1 ∧ · · · ∧ v∗k
(u, v∗) = det(v∗i (uj)) (2.7)

It is easy to see that this gives a bilinear map and is a non-singular pairing, so if we add in the
natural isomorphism from (2.6) we get the following three canonical isomorphisms

Λk(V ∗) ∼=
(

Λk(V )
)∗ ∼= Altk(V ) (2.8)

We can also direct sum all of these isomorphisms to get a sequence of isomorphisms

Λ(V ∗) ∼= (Λ(V ))∗ ∼= Alt(V )

These isomorphisms allow us to induce an algebra structure on Altk(V ) and Alt(V ) from the algebra
structure on Λk(V ∗) and Λ(V ∗) respectively.

Unfortunately there is another pairing we could have chosen instead of (2.7), and is the cause of
great confusion in differential geometry. It comes up naturally in certain situations, such as physics
and complex geometry, and it is defined by

(u, v∗) =
1
k!

det(v∗i (uj)) (2.9)

This pairing is also non-singular, so we get natural isomorphisms as in (2.8), except the isomor-
phisms will of course be different. Since the algebra structure on Altk(V ) comes from these isomor-
phisms we have that each pairing leads to a different algebra structure on Altk(V ), so we investigate
this now.

Let the multiplication on Alt(V ) induced by the pairing (2.7) be denoted by ∧1, and the
multiplication induced by (2.9) be denoted by ∧2. Let f ∈ Altp(V ) and g ∈ Altq(V ). By the
natural isomorphism Alt(V ) ∼= (Λ(V ))∗ we can find v∗1, . . . , v

∗
p ∈ V ∗ such that (−, v∗1, . . . , v∗p) = f ,

and similarly with w∗p+1, . . . , w
∗
p+q and g. Actually, asking for this is a little much since we might

really need linear combinations of elements of this form. However, let us assume this special case
and the general case will follow from linearity. By definition we now have

f ∧1 g(u1, . . . , up+q) = det

 v∗i (uj)
———
w∗i (uj)


It turns out this is equal to (todo: explain why)

f ∧1 g(u1, . . . , up+q) =
∑
σ∈Sp,q

(−1)σf(uσ(1), . . . , σ(p))g(uσ(p+1), . . . , uσ(p+q))

where Sp,q is the subgroup of Sp+q consisting of permutations σ such that σ(1) < · · · < σ(p) and
σ(p+ 1) < · · · < σ(p+ q), called the (p, q)-shuffles. One can also check that

f ∧2 g(u1, . . . , up+q) =
1

(p+ q)!

∑
σ∈Sp+q

(−1)σf(uσ(1), . . . , σ(p))g(uσ(p+1), . . . , uσ(p+q))

6



It is easy to check that the formulas that these two formulas are related by

f ∧1 g =
(p+ q)!
p!q!

f ∧2 g

We will always use the first pairing (2.7), and so we will just write ∧ instead of ∧1 when wedging
alternating maps. The discussion of these two conventions is necessary because different authors
use different pairings, and it can mess up formulas if you are not careful. Choosing this pairing is
also related to taking alternations in the following way

f ∧ g =
(p+ q)!
p!q!

Alt(f ⊗ g) (2.10)

where Alt is the alternation functor, i.e. for an r-multilinear map T : V × · · · × V → R, AltT is
the alternating, r-multilinear map defined by

AltT =
1
r!

∑
σ∈Sr

(−1)σT ◦ σ

If we remove the coefficient in (2.10) we get the equivalent statement for the second pairing (2.9).
Note that if f, g ∈ Alt1(V ), then their wedge is particularly simple

f ∧ g(v, w) = f(v)g(w)− f(w)g(v) (2.11)

The choice of pairings also give different formulas for the exterior derivative and interior multipli-
cation. Since we are not dealing with the second pairing we will list these formulas only for the
pairing (2.7).

(note: this does not belong here... move) If ω ∈ Ωk(M) is a k-form, then

dω(X1, . . . , Xk+1) =
k+1∑
i=1

(−1)iXiω(X1, . . . , X̂i, . . . , Xk+1)+∑
1≤i<j≤k+1

(−1)i+jω([Xi, Xj ], X1, . . . , X̂i, . . . , X̂j , . . . , Xk+1)

In particular, if ω is a 1-form, then we have the simple formula

dω(X,Y ) = Xω(Y )− Y ω(X)− ω([X,Y ]) (2.12)

3 Fiber Bundles and Associated Bundles

3.1 Fiber Bundles

A fiber bundle E with base M and fiber F consists of a smooth map E
π→ M such that at each

point p ∈M there is an open set U containing p and a diffeomorphism ϕ : π−1(U)→ U×F such that
πU ◦ϕ = π, where πU is projection onto the first factor of U×F . This last condition simply says that
ϕ is a fiber preserving diffeomorphism. We call ϕ a local trivialization, or sometimes a chart, of
the fiber bundle, and when restricted to a fiber π−1(p) we get a diffeomorphism π−1(p) → F . So,
the fibers are isomorphic to F , but not canonically so. We shall use the notation Ep = π−1(p) to
denote the fiber over a point p. An atlas for a fiber bundle is a choice of preferred trivializations,
so it consists of an open cover {Uα} and charts ϕα : π−1(Uα)→ Uα×F . Any fiber bundle possesses
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many atlases, some of which may be preferred over others. Given an atlas, consider the composition
of two charts:

ϕα ◦ ϕ−1
β : (Uα ∩ Uβ)× F → (Uα ∩ Uβ)× F

Since the charts preserve fibers we must have that this function is of the form (p, x) 7→ (p, gαβ(p)(x))
for some smooth function gαβ : Uα ∩ Uβ → Diff(F ). These functions are called the transition
functions of the atlas. It is easy to see that for any triple of indices α, β, γ ∈ Λ the transition
functions satisfy what is known as the cocycle condition

gαβ(p) ◦ gβγ(p) ◦ gγα(p) = id (3.1)

for all p ∈ Uα ∩ Uβ ∩ Uβ. The name for this condition comes from its connection with Čech
cohomology. Note that two immediate consequences of the coycle condition are

gαα(p) = id (3.2)
gαβ(p) ◦ gβα(p) = id (3.3)

For a general fiber bundle we call Diff(F ) the structure group of the fiber bundle, but sometimes
the image of the gαβ’s take values in a subgroup of Diff(F ) rather than the full diffeomorphism
group. For example, the trivial fiber bundle M × F → M can be covered by a single chart
ϕ = id : π−1(M)→M ×F , and so the transition function (there is only one) from this atlas is the
constant map at the identity g(p) = idF . The image of g is clearly a lot smaller than Diff(F ). In
general, if the image of all the gαβ’s lie in a subgroup G ⊆ Diff(F ), then we also say that G is the
structure group of the fiber bundle. In general, a fiber bundle can have many structure groups, and
the one we call the structure group largely depends on what extra structure the bundle carries.

Suppose we only started with a manifold M with open cover {Uα}α∈Λ, a subgroup G ⊆ Diff(F ),
and smooth maps gαβ : Uα ∩ Uβ → G that satisfy (3.1). Can we construct a fiber bundle with
structure group G and transition functions {gαβ}? Let Ẽ be the disjoint union of the spaces
Uα×F , as α ranges over Λ. Put an equivalence relation on Ẽ by saying two points (p, x) ∈ Uα×F
and (q, y) ∈ Uβ × F are equivalent if p = q and y = gαβ(p)(x). Let E be the quotient space of
Ẽ by this equivalence relation, and π : E → M defined by π([p, x]) = p. Then E is a smooth
manifold, π is smooth, and E

π→ M is a fiber bundle. The atlas of this fiber bundle consist of the
local trivializations ϕα : π−1(Uα) → Uα × F where ϕα([p, x]) = (p, x), and clearly the transition
functions are {gαβ}.

If U is an open set of M , then we can form the restricted fiber bundle π : π−1(U) → U by

looking only at the fibers that lie above U . A morphism of bundles E π→ M and E′
π′→ M ′ is

a pair of maps f ′ : E → E′ and f : M → M ′ such that f ◦ π′ = π ◦ f . Note that f is completely
determined by f ′, so sometimes we will refer to f ′ as the morphism. Most of the time we will be
concerned with the case where M = M ′ and f = idM , in which case we require π′ = π ◦ f . A fiber
bundle F → E → M is said to be trivial if it is isomorphic to the trivial bundle M × F → M .
If f : N → M is a smooth map into the base, we can form the pullback fiber bundle f∗E π′→ M
which is defined by

f∗E = {(x, e) ∈ N × E : f(x) = π(e)}

π′(x, e) = x

Then f∗E is a fiber bundle. It is easy to see that an atlas on E with transition functions {gαβ}
induces an atlas on f∗E with transition functions {gαβ ◦ f}.

A section of a fiber bundle is a smooth map s : M → E such that π ◦ s = id, i.e. s(p) is an
element of the fiber Ep. Not every fiber bundle admits a section. A nice example is to let E → S1
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be the non-trivial R-bundle over S1, i.e. E is the open Möbius band fibered over S1. There is a
copy of S1 embedded in E corresponding to the 0 element of R, the fiber. Let E′ be E with this
copy of S1 removed, then E′ → S1 is an R×-bundle. A section of this bundle is simply a smooth
choice of component of R∗ over each point of S1. Such a choice cannot be made smoothly, as can
be easily checked by drawing a picture of the Möbius band. The set of sections of E is denoted by
Γ(E), and the set of locally defined sections over an open set U is denoted by Γ(U).

A section s of a fiber bundle E →M has a local representation in charts. Let ϕα : π−1(Uα)→
Uα × F be a chart, then ϕα ◦ s : Uα → Uα × F is of the form p 7→ (p, sα(p)) for some sα : Uα → F ,
called the local representation of s. If ϕβ is another chart and sβ is the local representation of
s in this chart, then sα and sβ are related on Uα ∩ Uβ by

sα(p) = gαβ(p)(sβ(p)) (3.4)

3.2 Vector Bundles

A fiber bundle F → E → M with transition functions {gαβ} is said to be a rank k real vector
bundle if F is Rk and the transition functions take values in GL(Rk). If we replace R by C or
H then we get the definition of a rank k complex or quaternionic vector bundle respectively.
When k = 1 we call the vector bundle a (real, complex, quaternionic) line bundle. We can endow
each fiber Ep with the structure of a (real, complex, quaternionic) vector space. Let F = R,C or
H, and let ϕα : π−1(Uα) → Uα × Fk be a chart around p ∈ M , then ϕα|Ep : Ep → {p} × Fk is a
linear map. So, for points v, w ∈ Ep and scalar c ∈ R,C,H we define

v + w = ϕ−1
α (ϕα(v) + ϕα(w))

cv = ϕ−1
α (cϕα(v))

The fact that the transition functions take values in the linear maps means these operations are
well-defined, i.e. does not depend on the chart ϕα. The trivial vector bundle of rank k over M will
be denoted by εk(M), or simply εk when M is clear from context.

All vector bundles admit many sections, namely the zero section s(p) = the zero vector of Ep.
A frame for a rank k vector bundle E → M is a collection of sections s1, . . . , sk : M → E such
that s1(p), . . . , sk(p) forms a basis for Ep for all p ∈ M . Only trivial vector bundles admit global
frames, but locally we can always find frames (this is equivalent to local triviality).

Functors on the category of vector spaces usually lift to functors on the category of vector
bundles. Let F : Vect → Vect a functor on the category of vector spaces. We say that F is a
Ck functor (with k possibly 0 or ∞) if for fixed vector spaces V and W the map Hom(V,W ) →
Hom(F (V ), F (W )) defined by f 7→ T (f) is Ck, where Hom(V,W ) is given its natural Ck structure.
We can similarly define Ck functors on product categories, i.e. Vect× · · · ×Vect→ Vect.

If F is a C∞ functor on Vect, then F can be lifted to a functor F : Vect(M) → Vect(M)
on the category of smooth vector bundles over M . The structure is to simply let F (E) be the
vector bundle obtained by replacing each fiber Ep with F (Ep). The space F (E) inherits a natural
manifold structure making F (E) into a smooth vector bundle.

Using these constructions we can form new vector bundles from old. Let E,E′ be two vector
bundles over M . Then E ⊗ E′, E ⊗ E′, Hom(E,E′), End(E) and E∗ = Hom(E, ε1) are new
vector bundles obtained by replacing fibers with direct sums, tensor products, homomorphisms,
endomorphisms and duals respectively. An important consequence of these constructions is that if
two functors F and G are naturally isomorphism, then F (E) and G(E) will be isomorphic as vector
bundles. For example, there is a natural isomorphism V ⊗ V ∗ ∼= End(V ) for any vector space V ,

9



hence for any vector bundle E we have E ⊗ E∗ ∼= End(E). Two other important functors are Λk

and Sk, the k-th exterior and symmetric power.
We can describe the transition functions of vector bundles obtained from applying functors in

terms of the original transition functions. Suppose E π→M and E′ π
′
→M have transition functions

gαβ and g′αβ, and let E ⊕ E′ π̃→ M be the direct sum of these vector bundles. If ϕα : π−1(Uα) →
Uα × Rn and ϕ′α : π′−1(Uα) → Uα × Rm are trivializations, then we can form a trivialization of
E ⊕ E′ by

ϕ̃α : π̃−1(Uα)→ Rn+m ϕ̃α(e, e′) = (ϕα(e), ϕ′α(e′))

If we take another set of such trivializations ϕβ, ϕ′β, ϕ̃β then we see that the transition functions of
E ⊕ E′ are of the form

ϕ̃α ◦ ϕ̃−1
β (p, (v, w)) = ϕ̃α(ϕ−1

β (p, v), ϕ′−1
β (p, w))

= (ϕα ◦ ϕ−1
β (p, v), ϕ′α ◦ ϕ′−1

β (p, w))

= (gαβ(p)(v), g′αβ(p)(w))

Therefore E ⊕ E′ has transition functions gαβ ⊕ g′αβ. A similar argument shows that E ⊗ E′ has
transition functions gαβ ⊗ g′αβ.

If we can figure out the transition functions of the dual bundle E∗ of E, then we automatically
get the transition functions for Hom(E,E′) due to the natural isomorphism V ∗⊗W ∼= Hom(V,W )
for any vector spaces V,W . Let E∗ π̃→ M be the dual bundle of E, and fix an isomorphism
φ : Rn → (Rn)∗. Let ϕα : π−1(Uα)→ Uα×Rn be a trivialization of E. This induces a trivialization
ϕ̃α : π̃−1(Uα) → Uα × Rn of E∗ in the following way. The restriction of ϕα to a fiber Ep is
a linear isomorphism ϕα|Ep : π−1(p) → {p} × Rn. The dual of ϕα|Ep is a linear isomorphism
(ϕα|Ep)∗ : {p} × (Rn)∗ → (Ep)∗ = E∗p . This map is going the wrong direction if we want to use it
for a trivialization, so we define ϕ̃α restricted to the fiber E∗p by

ϕ̃α|E∗p = φ−1 ◦
(
(ϕα|Ep)∗

)−1

Note that we post-compose with φ−1 so that the range of this function is Rn and not (Rn)∗. Now
we have a trivialization ϕ̃α of E∗. Let ϕβ be another trivialization of E and ϕ̃β the induced
trivialization of E∗. Then

ϕ̃α ◦ ϕ̃−1
β = (id×φ−1) ◦ (ϕ∗α)−1 ◦ ϕ∗β ◦ (id×φ)

= (id×φ−1) ◦ (ϕ−1
α )∗ ◦ ϕ∗β ◦ (id×φ)

= (id×φ−1) ◦ (ϕβ ◦ ϕ−1
α )∗ ◦ (id×φ)

So the transition functions {g̃αβ} of E∗ satisfy

g̃αβ = φ−1 ◦ g∗βα ◦ φ = φ−1 ◦ (g−1
αβ )∗ ◦ φ

This is precisely the equation that tells us that the matrix g̃αβ is the inverse of the transpose of
gαβ. Therefore the transition functions of the dual bundle are (gtαβ)−1.

A metric g on a real vector bundle E → M is a section of S2E∗ → M such that for every
p ∈ M the association X 7→ gp(X,−) ∈ E∗p is an isomorphism. This is equivalent to saying that
we have a bilinear, non-degenerate form defined on each fiber Ep that varies smoothly with p. It
is easy to see that every vector bundle has a metric by patching together local metrics with a
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partition of unity. If the metric happens to be positive-definite on each fiber, then we may call it
a positive-definite metric or Riemannian metric. Otherwise, we may call g an indefinite
metric or a pseudo-Riemannian metric, and define its signature to be the signature of g on
any fiber, which is the number of positive eigenvalues of g. A Hermitian metric on a complex
vector bundle E → M is a section g of E∗ ⊗ E∗ → M such that gp : Ep × Ep → C is a Hermitian
inner product, which means that gp(−,−) is C-linear in the first variable, conjugate linear in the
second variable, satisfies gp(v, w) = gp(w, v) and gp(v, v) ≥ 0 with equality only for v = 0.

We say that a real vector bundle E →M is orientable if we can choose an orientation for each
fiber Ep and find an atlas of E such that each trivialization ϕα : π−1(Uα)→ U ×Rn is orientation
preserving on all fibers, where each {∗} × Rn is given the standard orientation. We clearly have
that a vector bundle is orientable if and only if there is an atlas whose transition functions takes
values in GL+(Rk), the group of matrices of positive determinant. Since complex vector spaces
have a natural orientation when regarded as a real vector space we we have that a complex vector
bundle is always orientable when regarded as a real vector bundle.

There is another way of looking at orientability of real vector bundles. First we prove two
elementary results concerning real line bundles.

Proposition 3.1. Let E →M be a real line bundle over a connected base and let Ẽ be E with the
zero section removed so that Ẽ is an R× fiber bundle.

1. E is orientable if and only if it is trivial.

2. E is orientable if and only if Ẽ is disconnected.

Proof.

1. If E is trivial then it is obvious that E is orientable. Suppose E is orientable and let g be any
Riemannian metric on E. Since E is orientable we have that there is a chosen component of
Ep − 0 for each fiber. We construct a section s : M → E by mapping p to the unique vector
in the chosen component of Ep − 0 with unit length (using the metric). This is a smooth,
non-zero section, which gives a global trivialization of E since it is a line bundle.

2. If E is orientable, then E is trivial by the above, and so Ẽ = M ×R×, which is disconnected.
Conversely, suppose Ẽ is disconnected and let g be a Riemannian metric on E. Let Ẽ+ be a
component of Ẽ, then define a section s : M → E by mapping p to the unique vector in the
of Ẽ+ over p of unit length. This is a smooth, non-zero section, and so E is trivial and hence
orientable.

Applying the functor Λk to our vector bundle E, where k is the rank of E, produces a one-
dimensional vector bundle, called the determinant line bundle of E. If we remove the zero
section, ΛkE − 0, then each fiber has two components, and a choice of one of the components is
equivalent to choosing an orientation on that fiber. Choosing a component of these fibers in a
smooth manner is equivalent to find a smooth, non-zero section, hence ΛkE must be the trivial line
bundle. Conversely, if Λk(V ) is trivial, then we can find a smooth non-zero section, and so we can
choose orientations on fibers in a smooth manner. We have proved the following.

Proposition 3.2. The follow statements are equivalent to a vector bundle E →M being orientable.

1. There is an atlas for E whose transition functions take values in GL+(Rk).

11



2. The determinant line bundle ΛkE is trivial.

3. The determinant line bundle minus the zero section, ΛkE − 0, consists of exactly two compo-
nents.

Further, we can interpret a choice of non-zero section in 2 of proposition 3.2 as a choice of
orientation for E, and a choice of component of ΛkE − 0 in 3 of 3.2 as a choice of orientation of E.
Therefore every orientable vector bundle has precisely two orientations.

We have just seen that choosing an orientation on a vector bundle is equivalent to “reducing” the
structure group from the full linear group GL(Rk) to just those matrices with positive determinant
GL+(Rk). This reduction of structure group comes up often, so we explore it more now. Suppose
we put a metric g of signature s on E. We can choose our atlas so that the trivializations ϕα :
π−1(Uα)→ Uα × Rk, when restricted to fibers, preserve the inner product. Specifically, we should
have

gp(v, w) = 〈ϕα(v), ϕα(w)〉

for all v, w ∈ Ep, where 〈 , 〉 is the standard inner product on Rk of signature s. With these
trivializations it is clear that the transition functions will take values in O(s, k − s). In particular,
introducing a Riemannian metric on E is equivalent to reducing the structure group to O(k), and
since every vector bundle supports a metric we can always reduce to O(k). Combining this with our
results on orientability we see that an orientable vector bundle can have its structure group reduced
to SO(k). Similarly, introducing a Hermitian metric on a complex vector bundle is equivalent to
reducing the structure group from GL(Ck) to U(k).

(todo: abstract way of defining reduction of structure group)

3.3 Principal G-Bundles

Given a Lie group G, a principal G-bundle is a fiber bundle G → P
π→ M such that G acts

freely and transitively on the right of P and preserves the fibers. This means the fibers of P are
principal homogeneous spaces of G, hence they are diffeomorphic to G. A chart of a principal G-
bundle is a fiber preserving, G-equivariant diffeomorphism ϕα : π−1(Uα) → Uα ×G, which means
ϕα(x · g) = ϕα(x) · g, where the action of G on Uα × G is just right-multiplication on the second
factor. An atlas for a principal bundle is a collection of such charts where the Uα’s cover the base.

An atlas for P → M leads to a collection of transition functions {hαβ : Uα ∩ Uβ → Diff(G)}
as before. However, due to the G-equivariance of charts, these transition functions induce smooth
maps gαβ : Uα ∩ Uβ → G that satisfy a cocycle-like condition

gαβ(p) · gβγ(p) · gγα(p) = 1 (3.5)

where · denotes the group multiplication in G, and 1 is the identity in G. These maps are defined
in the following way. For two charts ϕα, ϕβ we have

(p, hαβ(p)(g)) = ϕα(ϕ−1
β (p, g))

= ϕα(ϕ−1
β ((p, 1) · g))

= ϕα((ϕ−1
β (p, 1)) · g)

= ϕα(ϕ−1
β (p, 1)) · g

= (p, hαβ(p)(1) · g)
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which implies hαβ(p)(g) = hαβ(p)(1) · g. So we set gαβ(p) = hαβ(p)(1), and these gαβ’s clearly
satisfy the cocycle condition (3.5). The maps gαβ are called principal transition functions for
the atlas of P . Conversely, suppose we are given an open covering {Uα} and a collection of smooth
maps gαβ : Uα ∩Uβ → G that satisfy (3.5), then we can create a principal G-bundle with principal
transition functions {gαβ} in the following way. Let P̃ be the disjoint union of Uα × G as α runs
over the index set of our cover. Say two elements (p, g) ∈ Uα×G and (q, h) ∈ Uβ×G are equivalent
if p = q and g = gαβ(p) · h (where · is group multiplication), and let P be the quotient of P̃ by
this relation. The right action of G on P is given by [p, g] · g′ = [p, gg′]. With this action we have
that the obvious charts ϕα([p, g]) = (p, g) are G-equivariant since ϕα([p, g] · g′) = ϕα([p, gg′]) =
(p, gg′) = (p, g) · g′. The obvious projection P →M makes P into a principal G-bundle.

This seemingly esoteric reworking of the definition of principal bundles is actually quite enlight-
ening. It tells us that principal G-bundles are the special class of G fiber bundles whose transition
functions can be taken to be left-multiplication by a group element:

ϕα ◦ ϕ−1
β (p, g) = (p, gαβ(p) · g)

A morphism of principal G-bundles P →M and P ′ →M ′ is a morphism of fiber bundles (f ′, f),
defined before, that is also G-equivariant, i.e. f(x · g) = f(x) · g for all x ∈ P . Most of the time we
will take M ′ = M and f = idM . Also the pullback of a principal G-bundle is a principal G-bundle.

The existence of a global section of a principal G-bundle turns out to be quite restrictive.

Proposition 3.3. A principal G-bundle is trivial if and only if it admits a section.

Proof. One direction is obvious. Suppose P → M is a principal G-bundle, and let s : M → P be
a section. We define a bundle map f̃ : P → M × G in the following way. For u ∈ P , let g be the
unique element in G such that ug = s(π(u))g. Existence of such an element is guaranteed by the
transitivity of the action of G, and uniqueness is guaranteed by the freeness of the action. Then
define f̃(u) = (π(u), g). This map is clearly smooth, bijective, and a bundle map, and so it follows
that it is an equivalence of bundles.

Corollary 3.1. If P π→ M is a principal G-bundle, then π∗P is trivial (the pullback bundle along
π).

Proof. The total space of the pullback is π∗P = {(p, q) ∈ P × P : π(p) = π(q)}, that is, it consists
of pairs of points that lie in the same fiber. There is a global section s : P → π∗P of this bundle
by setting s(p) = (p, p). By proposition 3.3 we have that π∗P is trivial.

3.4 Associated Fiber Bundles

There is a construction that allows one to create many fiber bundles out of a fixed bundle. Let
E → M be a fiber bundle with fiber F , structure group G ⊆ Diff(F ), and equipped with an atlas
with transition functions are {gαβ}. Suppose G acts effectively on a space F ′, that is, there is a
smooth injective, homomorphism ρ : G→ Diff(F ′). The collection of functions {ρ ◦ gαβ} satisfy the
cocycle condition (3.1), and so they determine a fiber bundle E′ →M with fiber F ′ and structure
group G (since the action is effective), which is called the associated fiber bundle to E. If E is
a vector bundle with structure group G and V a vector space. Let ρ : G → GL(V ) be a faithful
linear representation of G on V . Then the associated fiber bundle E′ is a vector bundle called the
associated vector bundle.
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There is an invariant way of describing associated bundles when applied to principal G-bundles.
Let P π→M be a principal G-bundle, and let ρ : G→ Diff(F ) be an effective left action of G on F .
Then G acts on the right of the product P × F via

(x, f) · g = (x · g, ρ(g−1)(f)) (3.6)

Let E = P ×ρ F denote the quotient of P × F by this action, and define π′ : E → M by

π′([x, f ]) = π(x). Then E
π′→ M is a fiber bundle with fiber F , structure group im ρ (which is

isomorphic to G since the action is effective), called the associated fiber bundle to P →M . If P
has principal transition functions {gαβ}, then E has transition functions {ρ ◦ gαβ}. Most times we
will apply this construction to a vector space F = V and a linear representation ρ : G → GL(V ),
and so the associated bundle will be called the associated vector bundle to P →M .

A popular example of these constructions is to consider the adjoint action of a Lie group G
on itself, Ad : G → Aut(G) defined by Ad(g) = Cg, where Cg(h) = ghg−1. The associated fiber
bundle P ×AdG is denoted by Ad(P ), and has fiber G and structure group G but is not necessarily
a principal G-bundle. Related to this, let ad : G→ GL(g) denote the adjoint representation of G,
i.e. ad(g) = (Cg)∗ : g→ g. The associated vector bundle P ×ad g is denoted by ad(P ).

4 Bundle-Valued Differential Forms

When working with connections and curvature in general vector bundles, one quickly realizes that
a certain generalization of differential forms makes things nicer. We will assume the basic theory
of differential forms is known.

Let E π→ M be a vector bundle. A differential p-form ω with values in the vector bundle E
will be a section of the bundle ΛpT ∗M ⊗ E → M , where ΛpT ∗M is the p-th exterior power of
the cotangent bundle. The C∞(M)-module of E-valued differential p-forms will be denoted by
Ωp(M ;E), and we will use the convention that Ω0(M ;E) is just sections of E. There is a natural
isomorphism of Ωp(M ;E) with alternating, C∞(M)-multilinear maps

Γ(TM)× · · · × Γ(TM)→ Γ(E) (4.1)

as C∞(M)-modules. Elements of Ωp(M ;E) can be written as linear combinations of elements of
the form ω ⊗ s, where ω ∈ Ωp(M) and s ∈ Γ(E). This is because for any vector bundles E1, E2

over M we have an isomorphism of C∞(M)-modules

Γ(E1 ⊗ E2) ∼= Γ(E1)⊗C∞(M) Γ(E2)

If the bundle E is trivial, i.e. E = M × V for some vector space V , then we call forms with
values in this bundle V -valued forms, and denote them by Ωk(M ;V ). As a special case, if E is just
the trivial line bundle, E = M × R, then an E-valued differential form is the same as a regular
differential form.

Most everything one does with regular differential forms goes through to bundle-valued forms
with very little changes. For example, if E1, E2 are vector bundles over M , then we can define the
wedge product of E1-valued and E2-valued differential forms. In particular, if ω ∈ Ωp(M ;E1) and
η ∈ Ωq(M ;E2), then we define ω ∧ η ∈ Ωp+q(M ;E1 ⊗ E2) by

ω ∧ η(v1, . . . , vp+q) =
∑
σ∈Sp,q

(−1)σω(vσ(1), . . . , vσ(p))⊗ η(vσ(p+1), . . . , vσ(p+q))
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All of the usual properties of wedge product follow easily, such as graded commutativity.
However, the exterior derivative does not always carry over naturally to bundle-valued differ-

ential forms. If the vector bundle is flat (to be defined later), then we can define the exterior
derivative and find that it has all of the same properties as the regular exterior derivative. For
example, if ω is a V -valued differential form, where V is a vector space, then ω can be written as
ω = ωi⊗ vi, where vi is a basis for V (and also thought of as constant sections) and ωi is a regular
differential form. Then we define

dω =
(
dωi
)
⊗ vi

One can show that this does not depend on how we write ω as a linear combination of simple
elements ωi⊗vi. This exterior differential is a map Ωk(M ;V )→ Ωk+1(M ;V ), and satisfies d◦d = 0.
Using our extension of the wedge product to V -valued forms, we also have the property that

d(ω ∧ η) = dω ∧ η + (−1)kω ∧ dη

However, in the general case, when the vector bundle is not necessarily trivial, we will need to
choose a connection before we can define anything that resembles the exterior derivative.

There is a special case of bundle-valued forms for when we take forms with values in a Lie algebra
g. In this case we can define one extra operation. Suppose g is a Lie algebra, and ω ∈ Ωp(M ; g)
and η ∈ Ωq(M ; g). Then we define their bracket [ω, η] to be the composition

Ωp(M ; g)× Ωq(M ; g) ∧−→ Ωp+q(M ; g⊗ g)
[,]−→ Ωp+q(M ; g)

where the first map is the wedge product for g-valued forms, and the second map is induced by the
bracket in g. It is easy to see that this operation satisfies the following:

[ω, η] = (−1)pq+1[η, ω] (4.2)

d[ω, η] = [dω, η] + (−1)p[ω, dη] (4.3)

[[ω, ω], ω] = 0 (4.4)

If ω ∈ Ω1(M ; g), then we have a simple formula

[ω, ω](X,Y ) = [ω ∧ ω(X,Y )]
= [ω(X)⊗ ω(Y )− ω(Y )⊗ ω(X)]
= [ω(X), ω(Y )]− [ω(Y ), ω(X)]
= 2[ω(X), ω(Y )]

(4.5)

since the bracket in g is antisymmetric.
Let G be a Lie group and g its Lie algebra. Recall that we identify g with left-invariant vector

fields on G, with the bracket in g given by the regular Lie bracket of vector fields. If X1, . . . , Xn

are a basis for g, then we can uniquely write

[Xi, Xj ] = ckijXk (4.6)

The constants ckij are called the structure constants of g with respect to this basis. A left-
invariant 1-form on G is a 1-form ω ∈ Ω1(G) such that L∗gω = ω, where Lg is left translation by g.
Recall that the dual space g∗ can be identified with the set of left-invariant 1-forms on G.

For any ω ∈ g∗ and X,Y ∈ g we see that ω(X) and ω(Y ) are constant as maps G → R (by
the left-invariance of everything). This clearly implies that Xω(Y ) = Y ω(X) = 0, so the popular
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formula for the exterior differential of a 1-form (2.12), when acting on left-invariant vector fields,
reduces to

dω(X,Y ) = −ω([X,Y ]) (4.7)

Because the tangent bundle of a Lie group is trivial and dω is tensorial, knowing this formula on
left invariant vector fields implies that it holds on all vector fields. Therefore (4.7) holds for all
vector fields X,Y , not just those vector fields in g.

Let θ1, . . . , θn be the dual basis to X1, . . . , Xn. We are going to show that dθi can be expressed
in terms of the structure constants. Keeping the structure constants (4.6) in mind and using (4.7)
for a dual basis element θi acting on basis elements Xj , Xk we get

dθi(Xj , Xk) = −θi ([Xj , Xk])

= −θi
(
c`jkX`

)
= −cijk

The following 2-form acts the same on Xj , Xk:

−1
2
ci`mθ

` ∧ θm(Xj , Xk) = −1
2
ci`m(θ`(Xj)θm(Xk)− θ`(Xk)θm(Xj))

= −1
2

(cijk − cikj)

= −cijk

where the last line follows from the fact cijk = −cikj . Therefore dθi can be expressed in terms of the
structure constants by

dθi = −1
2
cijkθ

j ∧ θk (4.8)

These equations are called the Maurer-Cartan equations for G with respect to the basis
X1, . . . , Xn. These equations can be interpreted as an integrability condition in the sense of Frobe-
nius.

With the basis X1, . . . , Xn and dual basis θ1, . . . , θn define the g-valued 1-form ω0 = θiXi. Note
that we should technically write θi⊗Xi for a g-valued 1-form, but this tensor product is a nuisance
to write. Just remember that if we juxtapose a vector and its dual, such as θiXi, then we mean
their tensor product, and if we write θi(Xj) we mean θi acting on Xj . Surprisingly this form does
not depend on the basis. For suppose X = aiXi, then

ω0(X) = ω0(aiXi)

= θj(aiXi)Xj

= aiθj(Xi)Xj

= aiXi = X

Therefore ω0(X) = X for all X ∈ g, and this uniquely determines ω0. This distinguished 1-form
on a Lie group G is called the Maurer-Cartan form of G. It satisfies a Maurer-Cartan type
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equation. Namely, we see that

dω0 = dθiXi

= −1
2
cijkθ

j ∧ θkXi

= −1
2

[θi(Xi), θi(Xi)]

= −1
2

[ω0, ω0]

Therefore ω0 satisfies

dω0 +
1
2

[ω0, ω0] = 0 (4.9)

5 Hodge Theory

We will now apply the ideas of the Hodge start to differential forms. A pseudo-Riemannian
manifold is a smooth n-manifold M with a metric g on its tangent bundle. If the metric is positive-
definite, then (M, g) is simply called a Riemannian manifold. Let (M, g) be a compact, smooth,
pseudo-Riemannian manifold, and let s denote the signature of g. In coordinates x : U → Rn the
metric can be written as

g = gijdx
i ⊗ dxk

where (gij) is a symmetric, non-degenerate matrix of signature s.
The metric gives us a canonical identification of tangent spaces with cotangent spaces, via

X 7→ g(X,−), which can be used for index raising and lowering, as before. Since the constructions
are the same as in section 2 we will not spell out the details. For a vector X, its associated covector
will be denoted by X[ (lowering the index), and for a covector ω, its associated vector will be
denoted by ω] (raising the index). We can apply the [ and ] operators to any tensor to lower and
raise any index.

A metric g on the tangent bundle of a manifold naturally induces a metric on all of the vector
bundles we can derive from TM . Again, we will not spell out the details since it is very similar to
before, but we will introduce the notation Tr,s(TM)→M for the tensor bundle of type (r, s) over
M , i.e.

Tr,s(TM) = TM ⊗ · · · ⊗ TM︸ ︷︷ ︸
r

⊗T ∗M ⊗ · · · ⊗ T ∗M︸ ︷︷ ︸
s

A pseudo-Riemannian n-manifold (M, g) carries a distinguished n-form, called the volume
form, which we will usually denote by ω, or ωg to show its dependence on g. In coordinates it is
written as

ω =
√
| det(gij)| dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn

When M is compact, orientable and g is positive definite, [ω] will be a generator of Hn
dR(M) = R.

6 Connections on Vector Bundles and Curvature

We want to get some invariants (hopefully numerical and computable) of vector bundles that will
help us get information on the global “twistedness” of the vector bundle. To this end we define a
connection. Let E π→M be a vector bundle. A connection ∇ on E is an R-bilinear map

∇ : Γ(TM)× Γ(E)→ Γ(E)
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that is C∞(M)-linear in the first variable and satisfies a Leibniz rule in the second variable. This
means that the following two conditions are met:

∇fXs = f∇Xs (6.1)

∇X(fs) = f∇Xs+ (Xf)s (6.2)

We think of ∇ as allowing us to differentiate sections of E in the direction of vector fields on M .
It is easy to see that an equivalent definition of connection is an R-linear map

∇ : Γ(E)→ Γ(T ∗M ⊗ E) = Ω1(M ;E)

that satisfies the Leibniz rule
∇(fs) = f∇s+ df ⊗ s

Consider the trivial vector bundle E = M × Rk. Sections of this bundle are simply Rk-valued
functions on M , and so can be written as a column vector (si), where si ∈ C∞(M). The trivial
connection ∇̃ on this bundle is simply the exterior derivative:

∇̃Xs = ∇̃X

s1
...
sk

 =

ds1(X)
...

dsk(X)


or simply written as ∇̃s = ds, where d is understood to act component-wise. Let ω ∈ Ω1(M ; gl(Rk))
be a gl(Rk)-valued 1-form, i.e. can be written as ω = (ωji ), where ωji are regular 1-forms. Then
d+ ω is also a connection on E → M . It is clear that d+ ω is C∞(M) in the first variable. That
it is Leibniz in the second comes from quick calculuation:

(d+ ω)X(fs) = d(fs)(X) + ω(X) · fs
= (df · s+ f · ds)(X) + fω(X)s
= df(X) · s+ fc · ds(X) + fω(X)s
= df(X) · s+ f(d+ ω)(X)s

It turns out that all connections on a trivial bundle are of this form.

Proposition 6.1. Every connection ∇ on a trivial vector bundle E = M × Rk is of the form
∇ = d+ ω, where ω ∈ Ω1(M ; gl(Rk)).

Proof. Let ∇ be any connection on E, and let ei : M → Rk be the constant, standard basis sections,
i = 1, . . . , k. Letting ∇ act on these sections we see that for any X,

∇Xei =

ω
1
i (X)

...
ωki (X)

 = ωji (X)ej

for some 1-forms ωji . So, if an arbitrary section s = siei is expressed in the standard basis we have

∇Xs = ∇Xsiei
= dsi(X)ei + si∇Xei
= dsi(X)ei + siωji (X)ej

So, if we let ω = (ωji ) be the matrix of 1-forms, then this last line is precisely d + ω applied to
s.
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Since every vector bundle is locally trivial, we can choose a connection on each trivialization
and patch them together using a partition of unity to get a globally defined connection. Therefore
every vector bundle has a connection. Given a connection ∇ on E

π→ M and local chart ϕα :
π−1(Uα) → Uα × Rk, we get a local expression for ∇, which is simply (∇Xs)α = dsα + ωαsα,
for some gl(Rk)-valued 1-form ωα, called the local connection 1-form. Suppose we have two local
expressions of the connection ∇α and ∇β, corresponding to two charts ϕα and ϕβ respectively.
Since sections transform by (3.4), we must have dσα +ωαsα = gαβ(dσβ +ωβsβ). So, using (3.4) we
get

dσα + ωα = gαβ(dσβ + ωβsβ)

= gαβ

(
d(g−1

αβσα + ωβg
−1
αβsα

)
= gαβ

(
dg−1
αβσα + g−1

αβdσα + ωβg
−1
αβsα

)
= gαβdg

−1
αβσα + dσα + gαβωβg

−1
αβsα

Therefore ωα and ωβ are related by

ωα = gαβdg
−1
αβ + gαβωβg

−1
αβ

ωβ = g−1
αβdgαβ + g−1

αβωαgαβ
(6.3)

This leads to an alternate definition of connection. A connection on a vector bundle E → M
with transition functions {gαβ} is a collection of differential operators {d+ ωα} such that the ωα’s
transform like (6.3).

A vector bundle with connection can pullback to a vector bundle with connection. If ∇ is
a connection on E → M given by {d+ ωα}, then f∗∇ is the connection on f∗E → N given
by {d+ f∗ωα}, where f∗ωα is simply the component-wise pullback. It is easy to see that this
collection transforms like (6.3) (this is mostly due to the fact that the pullback of a 0-form is just
precomposition)

f∗ωα = f∗
(
gαβdg

−1
αβ + gαβωβg

−1
αβ

)
= (gαβ ◦ f) · d(gαβ ◦ f)−1 + (gαβ ◦ f) · f∗ωβ · (gαβ ◦ f)−1

Intuitively we now want to define the curvature of a connection ∇ on E →M as the “derivative”
of ∇. This means that if {d+ ωα} are the local expressions of ∇, then we define a collection gl(Rk)-
valued 2-forms Ωα by

Ωαsα = ∇ ◦∇sα
= (d+ ωα)(dsα + ωαsα)

= d2sα + d(ωαsα) + ωαdωα + ωα ∧ ωαsα
= dωαsα − ωαdsα + ωαdσα + ωα ∧ ωαsα
= dωα + ωα ∧ ωα

The collection of 2-forms {Ωα} is called the curvature of ∇, and the equation

Ωα = dωα + ωα ∧ ωα (6.4)

is called the structure equation. The transformation from an Ωα to an Ωβ is given by

Ωα = gαβΩβg
−1
αβ (6.5)
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which tells us that the Ωα’s actually patch together to form a global End(E)-valued 2-form, which
we denote by Ω. The local expressions for the curvature satisfy the Bianchi Identity:

dΩα = Ωα ∧ ωα − ωα ∧ Ωα = [Ωα, ωα]

There is a more invariant definition of the curvature of a connection, but we will not use it in
what follows. But, for completeness, the curvature of ∇ can be defined to be the map F∇ :
Γ(TM)× Γ(TM)× Γ(E)→ Γ(E) given by

F∇(X,Y )s = ∇X∇Y s−∇Y∇Xs−∇[X,Y ]s

7 Characteristic Classes of Vector Bundles

The transformation rules in (6.3) and (6.5) tells us that all of the ωα’s and Ωα’s cannot necessarily
be patched together to make global gl(Rn)-valued forms. If our transition functions happen to take
values in an abelian Lie group, then we could make a global curvature form, but otherwise this is
not possible.

However, there is an easy way to form a globally defined, real differential form out of the local
expressions of the curvature. We say that a polynomial function f : gl(Rn) → R of n2 variables
is invariant if f(X) = f(A−1XA) for all X,A ∈ gl(Rn). The collection of such polynomials forms
a commutative algebra, denoted by I(n). Examples of such polynomials are f(X) = detX and
f(X) = trX.

Let σ1, . . . , σn denote the elementary symmetric polynomials in n variables. That is

σ0 = 1 σ1 = x1 + · · ·xn σ2 = x1x2 + x1x3 + · · ·+ xk−1xn · · · σn = x1 · · ·xn

We can extend the σi’s to maps σi : gl(Rn) → R by defining σi(X) = σi(λ1, . . . , λn), where
λ1, . . . , λn are the eigenvalues of X (the order does not matter since σi is symmetric). In particular,
σi(X) is simply the coefficient of tk−i in the characteristic polynomial of det(tI −X), so clearly σi
is an invariant polynomial on gl(Rn). The elementary symmetric polynomials turn out to generate
all of the invariant polynomials.

Proposition 7.1. The algebra I(n) is isomorphic to a polynomial ring

I(n) ∼= R[σ1, . . . , σn]

Proof. (Sketch)

There is another generating set of invariant polynomials of I(n), which will be useful. For each
1 ≤ i ≤ k let si be the invariant polynomial defined by

si(X) = trXi

We can easily express some of the si’s in terms of σi’s, for small i. For example,

s1 = σ1 s2 = σ2
1 − 2σ2 s3 = σ3 − 3σ1σ2 + 3σ3

Formulas like these hold for all si’s, and conversely the σi’s can be written as polynomials of the
si’s. This implies
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Proposition 7.2. The algebra I(n) is isomorphic to a polynomial ring

I(n) ∼= R[s1, . . . , sn]

(todo: rewrite this trash)
Let f ∈ I(n) be an invariant polynomial of degree k. Then f(Ωα) is a 2k-form on Uα. For two

overlapping charts Uα, Uβ we have that f(Ωα) and f(Ωβ) are related by

f(Uβ) = f(g−1
αβUαgαβ) = f(Uα)

Therefore the f(Ωα)’s can be patched together to form a global form, which we denote by f(Ω) ∈
Ω2k(M).

Proposition 7.3. For any invariant polynomial f ∈ I(n), the form f(Ω) is closed.

Proof. Since I(n) is generated by the si’s it suffices to show dsi(Ω) = 0. To do this we use Bianchi’s
identity:

dsi(Ω) = d tr(Ωi)

= tr(dΩi)

= tr(dΩ ∧ Ωi−1 + Ω ∧ dΩ ∧ Ωi−2 + · · ·+ Ωi−1 ∧ dΩ)

= tr((Ω ∧ ω − ω ∧ Ω) ∧ Ωi−1 + Ω ∧ (Ω ∧ ω − ω ∧ Ω) ∧ Ωi−2 + · · ·+ Ωi−1 ∧ (Ω ∧ ω − ω ∧ Ω))

= tr(−ω ∧ Ωi + Ωi ∧ ω)

= − tr(ω ∧ Ωi) + tr(ω ∧ Ωi) = 0

8 Connections on Principal Bundles and Curvature

Well will now attempt to repeat the program of connections and curvature we implemented in
vector bundles for the more general case of fiber bundles. Unfortunately we cannot get very far
on a general principal bundle, but we get a very rich theory on principal bundles. The theory is
similar to what we got for vector bundles, but different enough to be interesting.

First we will consider something that may seem a little off topic, but will be important soon.
Suppose a Lie group G acts on a manifold M , and denote this action by τ : G ×M → M . Then
the pushforward is a map τ∗ : g × TM → TM . For an element X ∈ g of the Lie algebra of G, we
will define a vector field X∗ ∈ Γ(TM). For p ∈M it is defined by

X∗p = τ∗(e,p)(X, 0)

One can prove the following about the association of X∗ to X.

Proposition 8.1. The association X 7→ X∗ defines a Lie algebra homomorphism σ : g→ Γ(TM).
Further, if G acts effectively, then σ is an embedding, and if G acts freely, then X∗ does not vanish
if X 6= 0.

Let us consider the case of a trivial fiber bundle, F → E = B × F π→ B, where π is projection
onto B. Also let π′ : B × F → F be projection onto F . At a point u = (b, p) ∈ E we see that the
tangent space TuE splits as

TuE = kerπ′∗u ⊕ kerπ∗u ∼= TbB ⊕ TpF
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The first summand can be thought of as the vectors “along” the base, and the second summand
can be thought of as vectors “along” the fiber. For this reason we define Hu = kerπ′∗u and call
these vectors horizontal, and we define Vu = kerπ∗u and call these vertical. The tangent bundle TE
splits as H ⊕ V , where H and V are the sub-bundles determined by Hu and Vu, so every tangent
vector of E can be uniquely written as a sum of a horizontal and vertical vector.

Now consider a general fiber bundle F → E
π→ B. At a point u ∈ E we still have a natural

choice of vertical vectors in TuE, which we will denote by Vu = kerπ∗u. The Vu’s form a sub-bundle
of TE, which we will denote by V . However, we no longer have a natural map π′ : E → F with
which we can define horizontal vectors. This leads us to define a connection on E as a sub-bundle
H of TE such that TE = H ⊕ V . This means we are choosing a sub-bundle of TE whose fibers
are transverse to the fibers of the vertical sub-bundle. This type of connection is also sometimes
called an Ehresmann connection.

Proposition 8.2. Every fiber bundle admits a connection

Proof. Give the total space E a Riemannian metric. Then we can define H to be the orthogonal
complement of V .

Since a principal bundle is just a fiber bundle, the above definition of connection clearly applies
to principal bundles. However, principal bundles have extra structure, and so we want our con-
nection to be compatible with this extra structure. First we recall the definition and properties of
principal bundles.

A principal G-bundle is a fiber bundle P π→ M such that G acts freely and transitively on the
right on P , and the action preserves the fibers. In this case we clearly see that P/G ∼= M , and
each fiber is diffeomorphic to G. A local chart of the principal bundle is an open set U ⊆ M and
diffeomorphism ϕ : π−1(U)→ U ×G such that

ϕ(ug) = ϕ(u)g

for all g ∈ G and u ∈ π−1(U), where the action of G on U ×G is by right translation of the second
factor. A condensed way of saying this is that ϕ is a chart in the sense of fiber bundles that is also
equivariant with respect to the action of G.

Proposition 8.3. A principal G-bundle is trivial if and only if it admits a section.

Proof. One direction is obvious. Suppose P → M is a principal G-bundle, and let s : M → P be
a section. We define a bundle map f̃ : P → M × G in the following way. For u ∈ P , let g be the
unique element in G such that ug = s(π(u))g. Existence of such an element is guaranteed by the
transitivity of the action of G, and uniqueness is guaranteed by the freeness of the action. Then
define f̃(u) = (π(u), g). This map is clearly smooth, bijective, and a bundle map, and so it follows
that it is an equivalence of bundles.

A connection on a principal G-bundle P π→M is a connection H in the fiber bundle sense, such
that each Hu is invariant under the action of G. This last condition means that for each u ∈ P and
g ∈ G we have Hug = (Rg)∗Hu, where Rg is right translation by g.

Like in the case of vector bundles, we can get a differential form representation of connections
in a principal G-bundle. Let P → M be a principal G-bundle with a connection H. First we
claim that the vertical subspaces Vu can be naturally identified with g. Let X ∈ g and X∗ the
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induced vector field on P . Since G acts freely on P , by proposition 8.1 we have that X∗u is non-
zero. Therefore the association X 7→ X∗u is injective. We claim that the image of this association
is contained in Vu. Since G preserves fibers we have the following commutative diagram:

P ×G τ //

proj

��

P

π

��
P π

// M

UNFINISHED Since the dimensions of the two vector spaces g and Vu are obviously equal, we
have a canonical isomorphism g→ Vu given by X 7→ X∗u.

We define a 1-form ω ∈ Ω1(P ; g) in the following way. For u ∈ P and Xu ∈ TuP , let ω(Xu) be
the composition

TuP −→ Vu −→ g

where the first map is the projection of TuP onto the vertical subspace (possible since we have
a connection H), and the second map is the natural isomorphism. The 1-form ω is called the
connection 1-form. It is clear then that H = kerω. Conversely, given any form ω ∈ Ω1(P ; g), what
conditions does it have to satisfy so that H = kerω is a connection?

Proposition 8.4. If H is a connection on a principal bundle P , then a 1-form ω ∈ Ω1(P ; g) is
determined such that

1. ω(X∗) = X for all X ∈ g

2. R∗gω = Ad(g−1)ω

Conversely, given any ω that satisfy these two conditions, then H = kerω is a connection on P .

Given a trivial principal bundle P = M × G π→ M , what is the trivial connection? In terms
of horizontal subspaces it is clearly the kernel of the projection M × G

π2→ G. In terms of the
connection 1-form it is just the pullback of the Maurer-Cartan form ω0. So, let ω = π∗2ω0 be the
trivial connection 1-form. Then, by (4.9) we have

dω = dπ∗2ω0 = π∗2dω0 = π∗2

(
−1

2
[ω0, ω0]

)
= −1

2
[π∗2ω0, π

∗
2ω0] = −1

2
[ω, ω]

For a general principal bundle and connection 1-form, the above will hold on each fiber, but will
not necessarily hold globally. The failure for this to hold globally is measured by the curvature of
the connection.

So, let P π→ M be a principal bundle with connection bundle H and induced 1-form ω. Let
h : TP → H denote the horizontal projection of vectors on P to H along the vertical sub-bundle
V . We will also sometimes use the notation Xh to denote the horizontal part of a vector X on P .
Let Ω be the g-valued 2-form defined by

Ω := (dω) ◦ h× h

That is, we first project the vectors to the vertical bundle, and the evaluate dω on them. The
connection 1-form and curvature 2-form are related more explicitly by the structure equation:
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Proposition 8.5 (Structure Equation). If ω is the connection 1-form on a principal bundle and
Ω is the curvature 2-form, then for all X,Y ∈ TuP we have

dω(X,Y ) = −1
2

[ω(X), ω(Y )] + Ω(X,Y )

So, another way of defining the curvature 2-form is by the equation

dω = −1
2

[ω, ω] + Ω (8.1)

Take a basis X1, . . . , Xn with structure constants ckij . Suppose we write the connection 1-form as
ω = ωiXi, where ωi are real 1-forms, and similarly Ω = ΩiXi, where Ωi are real 2-forms. Then the
curvature can be written as

dωi = −1
2
cijkω

j ∧ ωk + Ωi (8.2)

The following properties of the curvature 2-form are easy to prove, two of which are immediate
from the definition of curvature.

Proposition 8.6. Let ω,Ω be the connection and curvature forms associated to a principal bundle
P →M . Then

1. For g ∈ G, (Rg)∗Ω = Ad(g−1)Ω.

2. For any vectors X,Y ∈ TuP we have Ω(X,Y ) = Ω(Xh, Yh).

3. If X,Y are horizontal vectors in TuP , then Ω(X,Y ) = −1
2 [ω(X), ω(Y )].

4. (Bianchi’s Identity) dΩ = [Ω, ω].

Proof.

1.

2. Obvious from definition.

3. If X,Y are horizontal, then ω(X) = ω(Y ) = 0, so this follows from (8.1).

4. Differentiating both sides of (8.1) gives

dΩ = d2ω +
1
2
d[ω, ω]

=
1
2

([dω, ω]− [ω, dω])

= [dω, ω]

=
[
−1

2
[ω, ω] + Ω, ω

]
= [Ω, ω]
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9 Characteristic Classes of Principal Bundles

Unfortunately there is not any workable theory of characteristic classes in general fiber bundles.
However, principal G-bundles provide a rich theory. We will review some basic Chern-Weil theory
of characteristic classes for principal G-bundles.

Let us continue using the basis X1, . . . , Xn from before, and now let θ1, . . . , θn be its dual basis.
Let ω be a connection 1-form with curvature 2-form Ω, and express ω = ωiXi and Ω = ΩiXi, where
ωi,Ωi are real differential forms. Suppose we are given a linear map α : g → R, i.e. an element
of g∗. Then for each u ∈ P , the composite α ◦ ω : TuP → R depends smoothly on u, hence α ◦ ω
determines a 1-form, which we shall denote by ω(α) ∈ Ω1(P ). We clearly have ω(θi) = ωi. This
association depends linearly on α, hence the connection 1-form induces a linear map, which we will
denote by ω : g∗ → Ω1(P ). We can extend this to exterior powers to give a linear map

ω : Λ∗g→ Ω∗(P )

In particular, we have
ω(θi1 ∧ . . . ∧ θik) = ωi1 ∧ · · · ∧ ωik

In general, this induced map does not commute with the exterior derivative, i.e. d ◦ ω does not
necessarily equal ω ◦ d, where this last d is defined on g∗ = Ω1(G). The failure of this to commute
is related to the curvature.

So, lets try to repeat these constructions with the curvature 2-form Ω. For α ∈ g∗ we see that
α ◦Ω : TuP ×TuP → R depends smoothly on u, hence defines a 2-form, denoted by Ω(α) ∈ Ω2(P ).
This gives an induced map, which we shall denote by Ω : g∗ → Ω2(P ). In particular, we see that
Ω(θi) = Ωi. Using (4.8) and (8.2) we get

Ωi = dωi +
1
2
cijkω

j ∧ ωk

= dωi +
1
2
cijkω(θj ∧ θk)

= dωi + ω

(
1
2
cijkθ

j ∧ θk
)

= dωi − ω(dθi)

This implies that for any α ∈ g∗ we have

Ω(α) = (d ◦ ω − ω ◦ d)(α)

This shows how curvature can be thought of as measuring the commutativity of ω with the exterior
derivative d.

UNFINISHED

10 Spin Geometry and the Dirac Operator

The orthogonal group O(k+1) acts on Sk in the obvious way, and the stabilizer of any point p ∈ Sn
is the set of rotations and reflections through the plane perpendicular to p, which is isomorphic to
O(k). Therefore we have O(k + 1)/O(k) = Sk, and so we have a fibration O(k)→ O(k + 1)→ Sk.
This gives a long exact sequence of homotopy groups

· · · −→ π2(Sk) −→ π1(SO(k)) −→ π1(SO(k + 1)) −→ π1(Sk)
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If k ≥ 3, then π2(Sk) = π1(Sk) = 0, hence π1(SO(k)) = π1(SO(k + 1)). We know that SO(3) =
RP 3, and that π1(RP 3) = Z/2, hence π1(SO(k)) = Z/2 for k ≥ 3. This implies that SO(k) has a
two-fold universal Lie group cover; it is called the Spin group and we denote it by ρ : Spin(k)→
SO(k).

Let E π→ M be an orientable rank k vector bundle with transition functions {gαβ}, which we
assume take values in SO(k) by orientability. We can always choose our cover {Uα}α∈Λ of the
base manifold so that any finite intersection of open sets from this collection is contractible (such a
cover is called good), and so we assume that our cover satisfies this. Then by the lifting theorem
in covering space theory we can lift each transition function to a map g̃αβ : Uα ∩ Uβ → Spin(k)
such that ρ ◦ g̃αβ = gαβ, where ρ is the covering map. Unfortunately the collection of maps {g̃αβ}
will not always satisfy the cocycle condition 3.1. But, if they do, we can use them as transition
functions for a principal Spin(k)-bundle. Thus we define a spin structure on E to be the principal
Spin(k)-bundle formed from lifting the transition functions of E → M to Spin(k) such that they
satisfy the cocycle condition, and denote it by ESpin(k). A general vector bundle can admit many
spin structures or no spin structure. An orientable manifold M is said to be spin if the tangent
bundle TM →M has a spin structure.

For any triple of indices (α, β, γ) ∈ Λ3 we define the maps ηαβγ = g̃αβ g̃βγ g̃γα. Since ρ ◦ ηαβγ =
gαβgβγgγα = I we see that ηαβγ ’s image is contained in ρ’s kernel, hence

ηαβγ : Uα ∩ Uβ ∩ Uγ → ker ρ ∼= Z/2

One can check that the collection of these maps {ηαβγ} satisfy the relations to be a Čech cocycle
in H2(M,Z/2), and one can show that this cohomology element is precisely the second Steifel-
Whitney class of the bundle w2(E). If this class is trivial, then all the maps are constant mapping
into the identity, which of course implies the coycle condition is satisfied for the collection {g̃αβ}.
Therefore a spin structure exists on a vector bundle if and only if its second Steifel-Whitney class
is trivial.

Let ESO(k) be the frame bundle of E, and suppose E is equipped with a spin structure ESpin(k).
We will show that there is a bundle map f : ESpin(k) → ESO(k) such that restricted to a fiber is a
2:1 covering map. For a point p ∈M take charts ϕα : π−1(Uα)→ Uα×SO(k) and ϕ̃α : π̃−1(Uα)→
Uα × Spin(k), and for a point xp in the fiber of ESpin(k) over p define

f(xp) = ϕ−1
α ◦ (id×ρ) ◦ ϕ̃α(xp)

We need to check that this is well-defined. Suppose we had another pair of charts ϕβ and ϕ̃β, and
suppose (p, Y ) ∈ Uβ×Spin(k) such that ϕ̃−1

β (p, Y ) = xp. Note that ϕα◦ϕ−1
β (p,X) = (p, gαβ(p)·X),

and similarly for ϕ̃α ◦ ϕ̃−1
β . Therefore f being well-defined is equivalent to

ϕ−1
α ◦ (id×ρ) ◦ ϕ̃α(xp) = ϕ−1

β ◦ (id×ρ) ◦ ϕ̃β(xp)

⇐⇒ ϕβ ◦ ϕ−1
α ◦ (id×ρ) ◦ ϕ̃α ◦ ϕ̃−1

β (p, Y ) = (id×ρ)(p, Y )

⇐⇒ (id×gβα·) ◦ (id×ρ)(p, g̃αβ(p) · Y ) = (p, ρ(Y ))
⇐⇒ (id×gβα·)(p, gαβ(p) · ρ(Y )) = (p, ρ(Y ))
⇐⇒ (p, gβα(p) · gαβ(p)(ρ(Y ))) = (p, ρ(Y ))
⇐⇒ (p, ρ(Y )) = (p, ρ(Y ))

Therefore f is well-defined. Conversely, a principal Spin(k)-bundle P →M that admits a morphism
f : P → ESO(k) such that f restricts to a 2:1 covering map on fibers determines a spin structure
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on E → M . Yet another description of spin structures, in view of our discussion on associated
bundles, is a principal Spin(k)-bundle P → M such that P ×ρ SO(k) is isomorphic to ESO(k) as
principal SO(k)-bundles.

There is yet another way of looking at spin structures, which is more universal and gives an easy
proof that if a spin structure exists, then the 2nd Steifel-Whitney class vanishes. Let Bρ denote the
map induced on the classifying spaces BSpin(k)→ BSO(k), where ρ is the double cover of SO(k).
If E →M is an orientable, rank k vector bundle, then there is a classifying map f : M → BSO(k)
such that E ∼= f∗ESO(k). A spin structure on E is simply a lift f̃ : M → BSpin(k) such
that Bρ ◦ f̃ = f . One can show that the Z/2 cohomology of BSO(k) is a polynomial algebra
Z/2[w2, . . . , wk], where wi ∈ H i(BSO(k); Z/2) are the universal Steifel-Whitney classes. Since
Spin(k) is simply connected, and πn(G) = πn+1(BG) for any topological group G and its classifying
spaceBG, we see that π2(BSpin(k)) = 0, henceH2(BSpin(k)) = 0, and soH2(BSpin(k),Z/2) = 0.
Then the 2nd Steifel-Whitney class of E is f∗w2 = Bρ∗ ◦ f̃∗w2 = 0.

Suppose E → M has a spin structure ESpin(k), and let ρ : Spin(k) → GL(V ) be any represen-
tation of Spin(k) on V . The vector bundle PSpin(k) ×ρ V →M is called the bundle of spinors of
type ρ, and sections of this bundle are called spinor fields of type ρ.

11 Mathematics-to-Physics Gauge Theory Dictionary

12 Maxwell’s Electricity and Magentism as a Gauge Theory

13 Chern-Simons Theory

14 Seiberg-Witten Equations
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