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On the category of Lien-algebroids

Giuseppe Bonavolonta and Norbert Poricin

Abstract

Lie n-algebroids and Lie infinity algebroids are usually thougftexclusively in supergeomet-
ric or algebraic terms. In this work, we apply the higher dedi brackets construction to obtain
a geometric description of Lia-algebroids by means of brackets and anchors. Moreover, we
provide a geometric description of morphisms of hialgebroids over different bases, give an
explicit formula for the Chevalley-Eilenberg differeritiaf a Lie n-algebroid, compare the cat-
egories of Lien-algebroids and NQ-manifolds, and prove some conjectur&heng and Zhu
[SZ117].

Keywords : Lie n-algebroids, split NQ-manifolds, morphisms, Chevallélefiberg complex, graded symmet-
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1 Introduction

1.1 General background

The starting point of this work is the papéer [BKS04] by BojdsveKotov, and Strobl. The authors
prove that for the Poisson sigma modeS{) a bundle map is a solution of the field equations if
and only if it is a map of Lie algebroids, i.e. a morphism of @mifolds, or, as well, of differential
graded algebraDGA). Moreover, gauge equivalent solutions are homotopic noéjh$e algebroids
or homotopic morphisms of Q-manifolds.

In case of the AKSZ sigma model, the target space is a synmpleie n-algebroid [AKSZ97],
see also[[Sev01]. The concept of lriealgebroid or, more generally, of Lie infinity algebroid dog
discussed in the cohesive, 1)-topos of synthetic differentiab-groupoids. Presentations DGA-s
and simplicial presheaves can be given. However, in cdnitriéls Lie algebroids, no interpretation in
terms of brackets seems to exist — the approach is essgiigdbraic.

Lie infinity algebroids are not only homotopifications of lakebroids, but also horizontal cate-
gorifications of Lie infinity algebras. Truncated Lie infinslgebras are themselves tightly connected
with vertical categorifications of Lie algebras [BC04], [KM1]. Beyond this categorical approach to
Lie infinity algebras, there exists a well-known operadifimigon that has the advantage to be valid
also for other types of algebras:Rfdenotes a quadratic Koszul operad, fheoperad is defined as the
cobar constructio@P i of the Koszul-dual cooperadi of P. A P,-structure on a graded vector space
V is then a representation &dhof the differential graded operde,. On the other hand, a celebrated
result by Ginzburg and Kapranov states tRatstructures orV are 1:1 (in the finite-dimensional
context) with differentials

d e Det(P'(sv*)) or deDerl(P'(svY)),
or, also, 1:1 with codifferentials
D € CoDef(Pi(s®V)) or D e CoDert(Pi(V)).

Here Det(P'(sV*)) (resp., CoDér(Pi(s72V))), for instance, denotes the space of endomorphisms of
the free graded algebra over the Koszul dual op&'adf P on the suspended linear dws\f* of V,
which have degree 1 and are derivations with respect to éaahyloperation i (resp., the space of
endomorphisms of the free graded coalgebra on the desuspepdces 1V that are coderivations)
(by differential and codifferential we mean of course awdgidn or coderivation that squares to 0). In
caseP is the Lie operad, this implies that we have a 1.1 correspaurelbetween Lie infinity structures
onV and degree 1 differential® € Der!(®(sV*)) of the free graded symmetric algebra ogef or
degree 1 codifferential® ¢ CoDer(©¢(s™V)) of the free graded symmetric coalgeba oselV.
The latter description can also be formulated in terms ahfdrsupergeometry (which goes back to
Kontsevich’s work on Deformation Quantization of Poissoariolds): a Lie infinity structure o

is the same concept as a homological vector field on the fosoprmanifolds™V.

Each one of the preceding approaches to Lie infinity algebeasits advantages: a number of
notions are God-given in the categorical setting, operaibniques favor conceptual and ‘universal’
ideas, morphisms tend to live in the algebraic or supergé&wmeorld... However: Lie infinity alge-
bras were originally defined by Lada and Stasheff [LS93] im&eof infinitely many brackets. The
same holds true for Lie algebroids: although they are ex&gtmanifolds, i.e. homological vector
fields Q € Der*(I'(AE*)) of a split supermanifolcE[1], whereE is a vector bundle, their original
nature is geometric: they are vector bundles with an anclayy amd a Lie bracket on sections that
verifies the Leibniz rule with respect to the module struetaf the space of sections. Moreover, in
case of the°SM, Physics is formulated in this geometric setting.
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1.2 Main results and structure

In this work, we describe Lie infinity algebroids and their npitisms in terms of anchors and
brackets, thus providing a geometric meaning of conceptallysdealt with exclusively in the alge-
braic or supergeometric frameworks.

Section 2 begins with some information on graded symmetret graded antisymmetric tensor
algebras ofZ-graded modules oveéf-graded rings. Further, we prove that any N-manifold is non-
canonically split,Theorem[1, and give examples of canonically split N-manifolds.

In Section 3, we study the standard and the homological ggadof the structure sheaf and the
sheaf of vector fields of split N-manifolds, as well as theregponding Euler fields. We also review
graded symmetric tensor coalgebras, their coderivatindscahomomorphisms. We apply the higher
derived brackets method to obtain from an NQ-manifold thengetric anchor-bracket description of
a Lie n-algebroid, se®efinition 4. We thus recover and justify a definition given in [SZ11]. Tehe
is a 1:1 correspondence between ‘geometric’ hialgebroids and NQ-manifolds, s@&éeorem[2
The proof leads to the explicit form of the Chevalley-Eilerdp differential of a Lien-algebroid, see
Definition Bl It reduces, fon = 1, to the Lie algebroid de Rham cohomology operator,Remark
8. Moreover, it is shown that any Lie-algebroid is induced by derived brackets. Some of these
results may be considered as natural. However, their pareftiighly complex. Even the concept of
‘geometric’ Lien-algebroid was not known before 2011.

The last section contains the definitions of morphisms obrgetric’ Lie n-algebroids over differ-
ent and over isomorphic bases, &finitions[d,[7andRemarks 9, 10 Forn = 1, they reduce to Lie
algebroid morphisms_[Mac05] and, over a point, we recoveribfinity algebra morphisms [AP10].
To justify these definitions, we prove that split Lnealgebroid morphisms are exactly morphisms of
NQ-manifolds between split NQ-manifolds, sEeeorem[3

2 N-manifolds

2.1 7Z-Graded symmetric tensor algebras

The goal of this subsection is to increase readability oftexr. The informed reader may skip it.
For theZ,-graded case, see [Mari88].

In the following, we denote by (resp. A, ®, [J) the symmetric (resp., antisymmetric, graded sym-
metric, graded antisymmetric) tensor product. More pedgidet M = &;M; be aZ-graded module
over aZ-graded commutative unital ring. Graded symmetric (resp., graded antisymmetric) tensors
onM are defined, exactly as in the nongraded case, as the quuitibettensor algebraM = ¢,M“P
by the ideal

| = (men—(—=1)"n@m) (resp.| = (mMen+(-1)"nom)),

wherem,n € M are homogeneous of degree denotedrby as well. The tensor moduleM admits
the following decomposition:

™M= D M,.i,=P P (EB Mai1®...®Mo.ip>7
PENI1<...<ip peNii<..<ip \ocPerm

where Perm denotes the set of all permutations (with repes of the elements < ... <i,. For
instance, itM = Mo @ M1 & M,, the moduleM®3 is given by

M®3 = Mo ® Mo ® Mo @ (Mo ® Mo ® M1 & Mo ® My @ Mo @ M1 @ Mo ® Mo) @ ...
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The ideall is homogeneous, i.e.

= f My.i,nl),

peNii<...<ip

which actually means that the components of the decompnsiti any element of C TM are ele-
ments ofl as well. To check homogeneity, it suffices to note that an eferofl, e.g.

(Mo @ My — My @ Mo) ® (M + 1M,

where the subscripts denote the degrees, has components
(Mo ® My @ M — My @ My ® M) + (Mo @ My ® M — My ® Mo @ M)

in 1, since we accept permutations inside the components.ldtfslthat the graded symmetric tensor
algebraoM = TM/I reads

@M:@ @ Mil®...®|\/|ip, where |\/|i1®...®|\/|ip ::Mil...ip/(Mil...ipml)-

peNi<...<ip

The ‘same’ result holds true in the graded antisymmetrigasion.
Note that, ifRis aQ-algebra, the modul®y® My is isomorphic taMg ® My, via

[(1/2) (Mo ® my + My ® Mg)] +— M@ My .

As the tensorsn ® my and 2 (mo ® my + my ® my) differ by 2(mo ® my — my ® mg) and thus coincide
in the quotienMg ® M, the identificatiorMy © M1 ~ Mg ® M1 corresponds to the choice of a specific
representative. Moreover, we have module isomorphismiseofype

Mo®Mo® Mg~ V3My, Mo®Mo®OM;~VMe@M;, Mo® MM ~Mo@AM; .
Similarly,

MoE Mo Mo~ A3Mg, MoEMgEM; ~A°Mo@M1, MoEMiEM; ~Mo® V?M; .

2.2 Batchelor’'s theorem for N-manifolds

The results of this section are well-known. We considerrthepofs as a warm-up exercise (al-
though we did not find them in the literature).

Definition 1. An N-manifold or N-graded manifoldof degree n (and dimensiona|...|d,) is a
smooth Hausdorff second-countable (hence paracompaatjfoich M endowed with a sheal’ of
N-graded commutative associative uniRdalgebras, whose degree 0 termd&® = C; and which is
locally freely generated, over the corresponding sectiohSy; (i.e. over functions of p variabled x
of degree 0), by 4. .., g, graded commutative generatof% En” of degreel, ..., n, respectively.

If necessary, we assume — for simplicity — tMats connected. Moreover, it is clear that coordinate
transformations are required to preserve rdegree. An alternative definition of N-manifolds by
coordinate charts and transition maps can be given.

Example 1. Just as a vector bundle with shifted parity in the fibers ipét{supermanifold, a graded
vector bundle with shifted degrees is a (split) N-manifoldore precisely, leE_1,E_»,...,E_, be
smooth vector bundles of finite rard,...,q, over a same smooth (Hausdorff, second countable)
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manifold M. If we assign the degreeto the fiber coordinates d&_;, we get an N-manifoldE_;[i].
The direct sumkE = & E_; (resp.,E[-] = @[ ;E_[i]) is a graded vector bundle concentrated in
degrees-1 to —n, with local coordinates of degree 0O (resp., with local fibeorcdinates of degrees
1,...,n. We denote the graded symmetric tensor algebra of the dudldb* = ¢! ;E*;, where the
vectors ofE*; have degreé by ©E*. Consider first the case= 2. We have

@E* - @(Eil@ Ejz) = @Ei]_@@Eiz - /\Ej1® \/Ejz .
Hence,
o =T (OE*) = [ (AE*; ® VE* ) = ®nen ®kp2e=n T (AKE* ;@ VIEY,) .

In particular,
0 =CY, =T (E*;), #2=T(N’E*{®E",), ...

Note that, if we work over a common local trivialization dambl ¢ M of E_; andE_,, and denote
the base coordinates yand the fiber coordinates &f ; andE_, by & andn, respectively £ andn
are then also the base vectors of the fiber&of andE* ), a functionf in «7?(U) reads

f(x,é,n)= zflj Efj‘f‘zfa

i<)

Similar results hold of course for amy Eventually, the shedM, <7) is an N-manifold of degree. It
is clear that this manifold should be denotedEy] = @} E_i[i].

Definition 2. A N-manifold -] = @ ;E_i[i] induced by a graded vector bundle is calledsalit
N-manifold

Batchelor’s theoremni [Bat80] states that in the smooth cayegny supermanifold is noncanoni-
cally diffeomorphic to a split supermanifold. A similar tdsis known to hold true for N-manifolds.

Theorem 1. Any N-manifold(M, <) of degree n is noncanonically diffeomorphic to a split N-
manifold H-|, where E= &' ,E_; is a graded vector bundle over M concentrated in degrees
-1...,—

Sketch of Proof Consider first an N-manifoléM, <7) of degreen = 2. Sincew® = CY; and.«?%.7*
/1, the sheaf! is a locally free sheaf dEy;-modules and

'Q{l = r(Ejl)a

for some vector bundl€_; — M. Let now .« be the subalgebra a7 generated byr° @ o2
Clearly,
=A@t e (7M. ~T(NE*)) 1)

and.oz; N .27? = («/1)? is a propere/°-submodule ofer2. Since the quotient7?/(r*)? is a locally
free sheaf oCy;-modules (since locally7? is a direct sum), we have

o ?)(/)? =T (ELp),
whereE_» is a vector bundle ovedyl. The short exact sequence
0— (1% — %2 - T(E*,) =0 2)

of «7%-modules is non canonically split. Indeed, the Serre-Swesorem states that, il is a
smooth (Hausdorff, second-countable) manifold;*g§N)-module is finitely generated and projec-
tive if and only if it is the module of smooth sections of a siiowector bundle oveN, see e.g.
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[Nes03][Theo.11.32][ [GMS05]. The aforementioned spliftof the sequencél(2) is a direct conse-
quence of the fact th@it(E*,) is projective. Let usix a splittingand identifyl (E* ,) with a submodule
of &7

o?= (Ol (El) =T (NELLGES,).

It follows that the subalgebras, which is generated by ® & 71 @ 72, reads
oy =T (AEX 1 ® VEZ,) .

In the casen = 2, the algebra is of course the whole function algebed. For highem, we iterate
the preceding approach and obtain finally, modulo choiceplittings, that

o =T (AE* ;@ VE ;@ AE*3®...) = [ (OE") .

Hence, the considered N-manifold is diffeomorphic, modille chosen splittings, to the split N-
manifoldE[-] = & E_i[i]. O

Remarks 1.

e The preceding theorem means that N-manifolds of degtegether with a choice of splittings
are 1:1 with graded vector bundles concentrated in degrées., —n.

e In view of Equation[(lL), an N-manifold of degree 1 is canoljcdiffeomorphic to a split N-
manifold of degree 1.

¢ Without a choice of splittings, an N-manifod = (Mo, <7) of degreen gives rise to a filtration
Do C A CuapC...Cag=u,
which implements a tower of fibrations
Mo~ Mi My ...<M,=M,

see [Roy0R]. HereM; = E_;[1], whereE_; — Mo is a smooth vector bundle, wherells —
Mi_1,i> 1, is only a fibration. EacM; is an N-manifold of degreie

Example 2.In case of the N-manifoltl = T*[2|T[1]Mp associated to the standard Courant algebroid,
we have the tower
Mo < T[1]Mo < T*[2]T[1]Mo .

Clearly, the N-manifoldM = M is not canonically of the typE_1[1] @ E_»[2]: it is only noncanoni-
cally split. On the other hand, it is even diffeomorphic, a-fanifold, to a split NQ-manifold, see
[SZ11][Theorem 3.4].

2.3 Examples of canonically split N-manifolds

Split N-manifolds appear naturally in connection with théegration problem of exact Courant
algebroids.

Let us be more precise. A representation of a Lie algebflid,, p) on a vector bundl& over
the same base, sy, is defined very naturally as a Lie algebroid morphidmA — <7 (E), where
</ (E) is the Atiyah algebroid associatedECMO08]. In other wordsp is aC”(M)-linear map from
M(A) —» T («/(E)) ~ Dernl' (E)) (where the latter module is the module of derivative endghisms
of I'(E)), which respects the anchors and the Lie brackets. Wheningedvas a map : ' (A) x
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r(E) — I(E), we can interpret it as aA-connection ornE with vanishing curvature (the anchor
condition is automatically verified). It is well-known thatT M-connection orE allows to extend
the de Rham operator $-valued differential form$ (AT*M ® E). This generalization verifies the
Leibniz rule with respect to the tensor product and it sgaitwed if and only if the connection is flat.
Similarly, the flatA-connectiond onE, i.e. the representatiod on E of the Lie algebroidA, can be
seen as a degree 1 operad8ron E-valued bundle forms

MNAA"®E),

which is a derivation and squares to 0, i.e as a kind of homcdbgector field.

Many concepts — even involved ones — are very natural in tiisrgeometric setting. For instance,
to obtain the notion of representation up to homotopy of adlggbroid, it suffices to replace in the
latter algebraic definition of an ordinary Lie algebroid negentation, the vector bundieby a graded
vector bundleE and to ask that the square zero derivation,3alge of total degree 1. Representations
up to homotopy, we denote them bi¢, D), provide the appropriate framework for the definition of
the adjoint representation of a Lie algebroid and the im&tgtion of the Lie algebroid deformation
cohomology [[CMO08] as a cohomology associated to a reprasent For more details we refer the
reader to[[ACOB]. When retranslated into the original gemimeontext (explicit transfers of this type
can be found below), the preceding supergeometric definiti@ans roughly that a representation
up to homotopy of a Lie algebroid, is a complex(E,d) of vector bundles endowed with &k
connectiond that is flat only up to homotopyR? = —dwy, the homotopyw; verifies a coherence law
d®wp = —d w3 up to homotopyws, and so on.

To integrate an exact Courant algebroid [SZ11], Sheng and/i#hv this algebroid as an extension
of the tangent bundle by its coadjoint representation uptodtopy and integrate that extension. The
extensions of Lie algebroid& by representations up to homotofy¥, D), they consider, are twisted
semidirect products oA by (E,D). More precisely, they are twists by cocycles of the repriediem
up to homotopy induced b on ®sSE*, wheres is the suspension operator aida graded vector
bundle. Both, semidirect products and extensions, arenteally split N- and even NQ-manifolds.
For instance, a semidirect product is a representatiopsti, i.e. a degree 1 square 0 derivation on

M(AA*® OSEY) =T (0sA ® OsEY) =T (o(s HADE))") ,

and therefore a split NQ-manifold.

3 Geometry of Lie n-algebroids

3.1 Standard and homological gradings of split N-manifolds

Let . = (M, /) be an N-manifold of degres, consider local coordinates in an open subset
U C M, and denote by = (u%) = (&/*,...,&!") the coordinates of nonzero degree. The weighted
Euler vector field
&= ou’\u®d,
Z b

wherew(u?) denotes the degree af, is well-defined globally:gy = €|y, whereeg is the degree-
derivation of the graded algebra® = ®yo7X, i.e. for anyf € oK, ef = kf € &/ Denote now by
Der o7 the sheaf of graded derivations.ef, which is in particular a sheaf of graded Lie algebras —
we denote their brackets Iy, —|. It is well-known that the grading of these vector fields iptoaed

by the degree zero interior derivatige, —] of Der* «7: if X € Del.«7, then[g,X] = kX € Del o/ .
The gradings of other geometric objects are encrypted ailpilsee [Roy02]. On the other hand, it
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is clear that the standard Euler vector figld= Y, u®dye, which encodes the local grading by the
number of generators, is not global.

Example 4. Consider for instance# = T*[2]T[1]M, with coordinatesy, &1, p;, 6;, where &l is
thought of agdq, pj asdyi, and 6 asdsi, so that they are of degree102, 1, respectively. A sim-
ple example, e.g. the coordinate transformatioa Q,& = Q= + €0, p= Q=0+ P,0 = Q?=, for
dimM = 1, allows to check the preceding claim by direct computation

The situation is different for a split N-manifol[-] = &' ;E_;[i] overM. lts structure sheaf
o =T (OE")
—Cpal(E e (A&l (E el (E,)

o (N2 T (B 0 T (B 0T (Er)) @ ...

clearly carries two gradings, the standard grading indumel (encoded bye) and the grading by
the number of generators (encodedd)y We refer to the first (resp., second) degree astardard
(resp.,homologica) degree and write

o =@ (resp., o =&, ") .

Both Euler fields,e and g, are now global:£ is the degree-derivation of the graded algebsa=
@', i.e. its eigenvectors with eigenvaluare the elements &f7.

Remark 2. Split supermanifolds are not a full subcategory of supeffols: their morphisms respect
the additional grading in the structure sheaf. For N-mada&fdhe situation is similar. N-manifolds
are nonlinear generalizations of vector bundles [Vori®ihe sense that a coordinate transformation
may contain nonlinear terms. If we denote, e.g. in degree2, the transformation bgx',£23,n%) <
(y', 82, 1), this means that the general formwmfis

1 = 8 (0 E%EP + T (XN ° .

In the case of split N-manifolds, morphisms respect not timystandard degree, but also the homo-
logical one:

y =y (x), 8° = 62(x)&%, 1° = 13 ()n*
and _ _

X =X(y), E*=&(¥)6° n*=ni(y)1°. 3
Invariance ofey and&y is now also easily checked by direct computation.

Due to the additional grading in the structure she@gfvector fields of a split N-manifoldM, <7 ),
i.e. sections of the sheaf Dew’ of graded derivations of7, acquire a homological degree as well:
we say thak € Der’ 7 has homological degresand we writeX € SDer’ o7, if X("e7) C "+S¢7. This
condition is equivalent to the requirement tf&tX] = sX. Indeed g € De® .« and if f € ".o7, then

[E,X]f =X T—-XEf =EXT—rXf.
Hence, the announced equivalence.
Proposition 1. The sheaf of vector fields of a split N-manifoM, <7) of degree n is bigraded, i.e.

Der" o/ = @®;>_nDer«/ and Der .o/ = ®e_1%Der o .
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Proof. The first part of the claim is obvious. Let nowe Der’ o7, consider — to simplify notations
—the case = 2, and denote, as above, local coordinated it M by v = (x,&,n) and inV C M by
w = (y,0,T), where superscripts are understood. The vector Rdlutally reads

Xy = z [f5(V) O + 9s+1 (V)5 + hsi1(V) 0y | (4)

S

and
Xy = Z [Fs(W)0y + Gs11(W)dp + Hs1(W)0r] %)

S

where the sum ovesrefers to the homological grading = ©s°% and where the degree gf (resp.,
O, On) is O (resp.,—1, —1) with respect to the homological degree (and similarlyda@dg,d;). In
view of (3), we get

Ox = OxYlx=x(y) Oy + OxBlx—x(y) & (¥) 000 + OxT|x—x(y) N (¥) T0r =1 A(y)dy + B(Y)0p +C(y)T0r ,
Jr =:D(y)ds and d, =:E(y)0;.
Hence, or NV,

Xlu =3 [fs(WA(Y)dy + (fs(W)B(Y) 6 + gs+1(W)D(y)) e

S

+(fs(W)C(Y)T + hs 1 (WE(Y)) ] - (6)

It follows that the coefficients oy, dg,d; and therefore the brackets in (5) and [3.1) coincide on
U NV. This means that the brackets[ih (4) aid (5), which are eleswdfDer’ o7 (U ) andDer’ o7 (V),
respectively, are the restrictions of a global vector fiid= SDer’ «7. Eventually,X = ¥ sX®and this
decomposition is obviously unique. O

3.2 Z-Graded symmetric tensor coalgebras

This section provides information that will be needed later We begin with some results on the
graded symmetric tensor coalgebra.

If V is a graded vector space, we denotezhy = @,>1@"V the reduced graded symmetric tensor
algebra oveV. If W denotes a graded vector space as well, any linear maplom(eV, ©W) is
defined by its ‘restrictionsf,s € Hom(®'V, W), r,s > 1. The graded symmetric product

fris ©Oros, € Hom(@rl+r2V, @SlJrSQW)
is defined, for a homogeneogss, — of degreeg with respect to the standard grading —, by
(fris ©Ors)(V1, -, Vi hr,) =

(_1)g(vgl+...+vg,1)£(a) fr151 (V01> tee 7VUr1) ©0rs, (V0r1+17 T 7VUr1+r2) ’ (7)
o€ Sh(ry,r2)

where thev are homogeneous elementswobf degree denoted by as well, and where(o) is the
Koszul sign. Iff,g are homogeneous, we have of course

gof=(-1)"9fog.

The graded symmetric tensor product of linear maps is net@dnstruct coderivations and
cohomomorphisms of graded symmetric tensor coalgebras fheir corestrictions. The reduced
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graded symmetric coalgebra on a graded vector Spasenade up by the tensor spae¥ = @y>1 "
V endowed with the coproduct

r-1
AViO...0V) = z z E(0) (Vg @...OVg) ® (Vg ©...OVg, )
k=10e Shk,r—k)

with self-explaining notations. We denote the symmetriglgebra oV by OWV.
A coderivationd : ©V — @%V (resp., a cohnomomorphisg: ©%V — ©°W) is completely defined
by its corestrictionsy : ©'V — V (resp.,@ : ©'V = W), r > 1:

r

S(V1O...0%) =3 (&OidrK)(1O...0V), (8)
k=1
(resp.,
r
1
PV1O...OW) SZS— Z (#,0...00)V10...0%) ) ©)

ri #0

These results are just a matter of computation.

The next facts about the tensor power of the suspensiontopevil be useful. IfE = & |E_;
is as usually a graded vector bundle and:if (E_x) — I'((SE)_k+1) denotes the shift operator, the
assignment
ME )% 3 (X1, %) = (—1)*1sX [I8X% € [ T ((SE) k11)

is graded symmetric ardy;-bilinear, and thus definesG;-linear map or@%m I (E_x). More gener-
ally, fora; < ... < g, set

S : M(E-a) Oc) - Oc) N(E—g) 2 X1©...OX

()20 D%isx [, X € T((SE)—ap41) Dicsy - - D) T (SE)—as1) »

where the tensor products in the source and target spacéskare either ove€y, or overR. The
inverse ofs is given by
()= (-1

wheres™! is the desuspension operator.

Just as for Lie infinity algebras, we will find two variants bétdefinition of Lie infinity algebroids.
It is important to first fully understand the purely algebraituation. Let?’ € Codiff'(®°V) be a
degree 1 codifferential of the reduced graded symmetrisaienoalgebra of a desuspended graded
vector spac®/ = s~W. The condition¢’? = 0 is satisfied if and only if the projection pontoV of
the restriction ta>"V of 2 vanishes for alt > 1, i.e. if, see[(B),

ror—i+1
i=1 j=1 i+j=r+1

where /] : ®'V — V is thei-th corestriction of?’ (it is of course of degree 1). This structure was
discovered by Voronov [Vor05] via derived brackets undernhme ol ,-antialgebra.
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Definition 3. An Le.-antialgebrastructure on a graded vector space V is made up by graded syyiome
multilinear map<; : V*' — V, i> 1, of degree 1, which verify the conditions

E(O-)Elj(gi/(vo'lf"7V0'i)>VUi+1>'-'7VUr):07 (10)
i+j=r+loeshi,j—1)

for all homogeneousye V and all r> 1.

The definition of arL-algebra is similar, except that the multilinear maps areegfree 2-i and
graded antisymmetric, and that the sigfo) in (I0) is replaced by—1)i-Y sign(o)e(o), where
sign(o) denotes the signature. See [L§93] and Definition 4, Equéiidjof the present text.

Proposition 2._ An Le-antialgebra structurej, i > 1, on V = W induces an L-algebra structure
6i:=st (s on W, and, vice versa, andtalgebra structure/j, i > 1, on W implements and-
antialgebra structure? := (—1)((-1/2s1 g, d on V.

The result is just a reformulation of the construction of a Infinity algebra from a codifferential.
Let us nevertheless emphasize that the sign in the precedmgspondence is important (and can for
instance not be transferred from the definitiorfidb that of¢;).

3.3 Higher derived brackets construction of Lien-algebroids

We already mentioned that Lie algebroids are 1:1 with Q-foéds. In this section we extend
this correspondence to Liealgebroids and NQ-manifolds of degree Many authors consider Lie
n-algebroids, but actually just mean NQ-manifolds [Sevdt]s only in 2011 that Sheng and Zhu
defined split Lien-algebroids by means of anchors and brackets [SZ11]. Theiomethe bijection
with split NQ-manifolds, but give no proof. It turned out ththe latter is highly technical. Below,
we provide two possible approaches to this correspondéngarticular, we prove that the orders of
the brackets (as differential operators) of a hialgebroid suggested ih [SZ11] are the only possible
ones. For algebroids with generalized anchors,[see [GKP11]

Remark 3. Many concepts of Lism-algebras appear in the literature. laelgebras are in principle
specific linear(n — 1)-categories. But the term ‘Lie-algebras’ often also refers teary Lie algebras
and ton-term Lie infinity algebras. However, whereas Lie 2-algsbirathe categorical sense and
2-term Lie infinity algebras are the objects of two 2-equawal2-categories [BC04], ‘categorical’ Lie
3-algebras are (in 1:1 correspondence with) quite pagiciHterm Lie infinity algebras (their bilinear
and trilinear maps have to vanish in degree (1,1) and in tiigiee 1, respectively). The main reason
for these complications is that the map

®:LxL —LREL,

whereX denotes the monoidal structure of the categosyt n-Cat of linear n-categories, is not a
bilinearn-functor [KMP11]. Nevertheless, when speaking about at#tgebra (resp., algebroid), we
mean in this text an-term Lie infinity algebra (resp., algebroid).

One of the possible approaches to split bialgebroids is Voronov’s higher derived brackets
construction[[Vor05], which we now briefly recall. Letbe a Lie superalgebra with bracKet, —|
and letP € EndL be a projector, such thet= P(L) be an abelian Lie subalgebra and

P[¢,¢] = P[P¢,¢'] + P[¢,Pl]
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for any ¢,¢' € L. The latter condition is just a convenient way to say thatKer a Lie subalgebra
as well. Let us mention that this setup implies that V & K, K = KerP. Consider now an odd
derivationD € DerL that respect¥, i.e. DK C K, and construct higher derived brackets\an

{v1,...,W}p :=P[...[[Dv1,V2],v3],..., W] .

If D2(V) = 0, this sequence dé-ary bracketsk > 1, defines a Lie infinity antialgebra structure\dn
and induces a Lie infinity algebra structure $h

Next we consider a split N-manifol -] = & ;E_;[i] of degreen over a base manifol¥. The
interior product of an element of/ = I'(©OE*) = Oc=u)[ (E*) by X; € T'(E_j) is defined by 0 on
f € C*(M), on the other generatotg, € ' (E*, ) by

ix; ok = Ojk(—1) (X)) € 7T,

wheredj is Kronecker's symbol, and it is extended to the whole gragledmetric algebraz* as a
derivation of degree-j, i.e. by

ix, (SOT) = (ix, S O T +(-1)Isa (ix T),

whereSe «7* andT € 7. Itis clear that we thus assign to aye I'(E) a uniqueix = Yilx €
~1Dera/. As usual:

Lemma 1. The sections iff (E) are exactly the derivations in'Der.7.

Proof. Let 5 € ~'Der«. Locally, in coordinates = (x,u) = (X,u?) overU C M, where thed are
the base coordinates and thfethe shifted fiber coordinates, this derivation reads

Sy = Z f9(x)d« € “Derez(U).

The coordinates® of the fibers of thée_; can be interpreted as frames of thg overU. Let nowu,
be the dual frames of the_; overU, uy (Uf) = 55, and consider

Xu:=3 f9(X)uq €T(U,E) and ix, € 'Dere/(U).

Since the actions of the derivatiodg andi,, on the generators o¥ (U) coincide, we havé|y =ix,.
It follows that the local section, € I' (U, E) defined over different chart domaidscoincide inU NV
and thus define a global sectighe I'(E), such tha¥X|y = Xy. Finally, we obtaind = ix. O

It is now quite easy to see which algebroid structure is eedad the data of a split NQ-manifold.
Let E[.] = ®E_;[i] be a split N-manifold of degree> 1 and letQ € Der' ./ be a homological vector
field, Q% = 2[Q, Q] = 0. For instance, in the case= 2 and in local coordinatesd,£2,n%), such a
derivation is of the type

Q=" fA0E% + 3 (R(E E+NM(0)N*)ga+ 5 (Kipo(X)EXEPE+ 13, () E%N ") e (11)

it contains terms of homological degreesl®@. The considered NQ-manifold induces all the data
required by the setup of the higher derived brackets metimoged, let

L =Der" o/ = ®p>_pnDer o = B> _n®s>_1 Der o7
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be the graded Lie algebra of derivationsat = @7 with bracket denoted by, —]. Observe that
here we consider the standard grading, but that, see PtiopdEj that the spack is also graded by
the homological degree. The graded commut&tgr] respects this homological degree as well. In
fact, ford € "Ders/ andd’ € SDer«/, we have

[57 [57 6/]] = [[57 6]7 6/] + [67 [E, 6/]] = (I’ +S)[67 5/] s

where € Del® « is the Euler field that encodes the homological degree oftions’ and ‘vector
fields’, see Section 3.1. Denote now By L — L the projector onto 'Der.e7. HenceV = P(L) =

~!Der«/ ~T (E), see LemmaAll, is an abelian Lie subalgebrh.dfloreover, ifd = 5,~ ;' € L and
0 =3 1% €L, we have

P[5,8'] =15, %'+ [%, '] = P[P5, 5’| + P[5, Pd] .

Let nowD := [Q, —] be the interior degree 1 derivation loinduced byQ. It respects the kernd& :=
KerP = @r>o'Dere/. Indeed,Q € Dert o = ©g>_1%Dert o7 readsQ = y1 ,Q, see e.g. Equation
@), and, ifk = 3,50 'k € K, we getDk = 3, 34[Q, 'k] € K. As D? = [Q,[Q,—]] = 0, the higher
derived brackets

E{((Xl,,Xk) = P[ [[Q»XlLXZ]»'-'an]

provide al..-antialgebra structure o =TI (E). Thesek-ary brackets are actually given by
G, %) =P % [15QXa), Xl X = [+ [[7°Q. Xa] Xl X (12)

for 1 <k <n+1, and they vanish otherwise. In view of Proposition 2, theckets(y := st} (s*l)k
endowTl (sE) with a Lie infinity structure.

To discover the algebroid structure encrypted in the hogiocld vector field of an N-manifold, it
remains to extract the information contained in the actib@ @n the generators of degree 0, i.e. on
9 = O = C™(M). Since,Q:C”(M) — I'(E*,) N S« , the derivationQ vanishes on functions, if
s# 1, whereas

Q:c°M) =T (E,).

For anyX € '(E_1) and anyf € C*(M), we set
"(X)f = [2Q,X]f =ix1Qf = —(*Qf)(X) eC*(M). (13)

As['Q,X] € °Der restricts to a derivatioffQ, X] € Dera/°, p’ is aC*(M)-linear mago’ : T (E_;) —
[(TM) and can thus be viewed as a bundle napE_; — TM. Moreover, ifX; e ['(E) and f €
C*(M), the bracket

XKy £ %) = [ [ 173X, TXG T, X
can be computed as follows. It is easily seen that
1] X)) = ([ (7R, X)) @+ L Q]

and
QX Xja] =iy i QS
If k=2 andj = 2 (for j = 1 it suffices to use the symmetry of the bracket), we thus find

25(Xg, £X2) = (ix, 'QF) Xo + F£5(Xg, X0) .
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The first term is nonzero only X; € I'(E_1), in which case it readgo’(X1) f)Xz. If k# 2, we get
OKey ey EXG o Xe) = O, Xy, %)

asXm =~ ix, is C*(M)-linear. If we set nowo = p’s™1, we obtain a bundle map: (SE)o — TM, such
that the bracketg; = s¢/ (s™1)', i # 2, areC*(M)-multilinear, whereag, is C*(M)-bilinear if both
arguments are elementslof(sg)_;), i # 0, and verifies

l2(Xo, TX) = l2(%0,X) + (P(X0) )X,
for anyxo € I ((SE)o), x € I'(SE), andf € C*(M).

Remark 4. We thus recover the concept of split Lirealgebroid introduced by Sheng and Zhu in
[SZ11]. In fact, we proved that to any split NQ-manifold ofgdeen is associated a split Lie-
algebroid.

Definition 4. A split Lie n-algebroid n > 1, is a graded vector bundle £ @{‘;&L_i over a smooth
manifold M, together with a bundle map: Lo — TM and graded antisymmetric i-linear brackets
4 T(L)*' =T (L), ie{l,...,n+1}, of degree2 —1i, such that

e foranyr> 1,

(=)' =X () (6 (Xoys - - X1 )5 Xaiqs - -1 Xa,) = O, (14)
i+j=r+1oeShi,j—1)

where X%,...,% € (L), where Sh(i, j — 1) denotes the set dfi, j — 1)-shuffles, and where
Xx(o) = sign(o)e(o) is the signature multiplied by the Koszul sign with respecthe grad-
ing of (L),

e fori # 2, ¢ is C*(M)-multilinear, wheread, is C*(M)-bilinear if both arguments belong to
(L_j), i+ 0, and verifies

l2(xo, TX) = fl2(x0,X) + (P(x0) f) X,
forany % € '(Lo), xe I'(L), and f€ C*(M).

Observe that, since the graded vector bundle underlyindjta_sp n-algebroid is concentrated in
degrees 0..,—n-+ 1, the Lie infinity algebra condition§ (I1L4) are nontriviallpifor 1 <r < n+ 2.
Indeed, ifr > n+ 3, the degree of theHS-terms isatmost 2i+2— j = 3—r < —n, so that all the
terms vanish.

Examples 5. A Lie l-algebroid is a Lie algebroid in the usual sense. Iddée vanishes, as it
is of degree 1, and the Lie infinity algebra conditions rediacéhe Jacobi identity. Further, a Lie
n-algebroid over a point is exactly a Liealgebra, i.e. an-term Lie infinity algebra.

Remark 5. As in the case of Lie infinity algebras, there exists a notibhie n-antialgebroid Such
an antialgebroid is made up by a graded vector bukdite &' ,K_; over a manifoldM, a bundle
mapp’: K_1 — TM, and alL.-antialgebra structuré, 1 <1 <n+1, onl"(K), such that the| are
C*(M)-multilinear fori # 2, wheread’, is C*(M)-bilinear if both arguments belong fqK_;), i # 1,
and verifies

O5(xq, £X) = £05(xq,X) + (' (x1) )X,

for all x; € M'(K-1), x € '(K), and f € C*(M). To any Lien-antialgebroid structuré;, p’ on K
corresponds a Lie-algebroid structuré; = st/ (s™1)!, p = p’s™t onskK, and vice versa.
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Remark 6. The orders of the brackefts, viewed as differential operators, are comprehensible fro
the above construction of a Liealgebroid by means of derived brackets. Only the binargha®/,
has an anchor, siné® that implementgs, ; vanishes on functions fa+# 1. The reader might prefer
an explanation in local coordinates. Consider first the casel of Lie algebroids. When dualizing
the Lie bracket and the anchor in a local trivialization omerhart domain, we get the homological
vector field _

Q = Ph(X)E30, +Ca(NEPE g,
wherex (resp.,&?) are the base coordinates (resp., the fiber coordinated)wherep}(x) (resp.,
CE.(x)) are the components (resp., the structure functions) catiokor (resp., of the bracket). Note
that the anchor is thus encrypted in the terms indhef we pass ton = 2 and choose local coordinates
(x,&2 n®), a homological vector field is, as mentioned above, of the typ

Q= M + 3 (Ge(XEPE+ XN )0ea+ T (KipoWEZEE+ (5 ()EN°)dpe

so that only!Q that define¢, contains such terms.

3.4 Categories of Lien-algebroids and NQ-manifolds: comparison of objects

Theorem 2. There is a 1:1 correspondence between split NQ-manifdd®) of degree n and split
Lie n-algebroids(sE, (¢)i,p).

Proof. Let us first mention that the proof uses the characterizatfdansor fields as function-valued
function-multilinear maps.

Let now /¢s,...,¢n+1,p be a Lien-algebroid structure on a graded vector bunsie= (SE)p @
...® (SE)_n+1 over a manifoldV. We will define on the degreesplit N-manifoldE[-] = &, E_;[i]
a derivationQ € Der' <7 (or, better, a global section of the sheaf of degree 1 déivs)} that squares
to 0. Remember that” (here, the algebra of global sections of the function sheafiven by

of =T (OEY)

=C*(M)aT(E*)) @ (M(@%E* ) BT (Ey)) & (N(O%E ) @l (E* 10 E ) @l (Efy)) & ...

We first define the derivatio@ on the generatorax € I'(E*, ), ke {1,...,n}, andap € C*(M).
We decompos®ax € <%+ with respect to the homological grading*+! = X1 oK1 given by
the number of generators. The componenrtiff+! will be denoted byQ**1" .. For instance,

Q*2ws e T(E* ;O E*3) & (®%E*,) .
Hence, we have to define, f§ € I'(E_1) andXz € I'(E_3) or Xq, Xz € ' (E_2),
(Q*?ws)(X1,X2) € C*(M) ,

in a way that this function deper@f’(M)-bilinearly and graded symmetrically on its arguments. &or
generally, we definéQ 1" e ) (Xy, ..., %) € C*(M), for all X; € M(E_q) suchthaty ja; =k+1. We
set

p'=ps, (=(-1)Vslyd (15)

so that/;, p’ provide a Lien-antialgebroid structure of. We now define

(Q"tan) (%) = —p'(X1) oo € C*(M) (16)
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and, fork e {1,...,n},

Q1 @) (X, %) = (~Dall) (X, .., X)) €C(M). 47

if re{1,3,...,k+1}, and

Q12000 (X1, X2) = (—1) Xk (5(X1, %)) — (0’ ® ) (X1, X2) € C*(M) (18)

if r = 2. The tensor product in the last equation is given by
(P’ © @) (X1, %) = (—1)p' (Xa) ak(X2) + (—1)2% ' (Xp) ax(Xa) € C™(M) .

Here (and in the following) we implicitly extend the anch@r. ' (E_1) — I'(TM) anda : I (E_g) —
C>(M) by 0 to the whole modul€ (E).
Graded symmetry is obvious a@f (M )-multilinearity is nontrivial only forr = 2. Since

(X, TY) = T,(XY) + (p'(X)F)Y and £5(FX,Y) = 45X, Y)+ (=% (p'(Y) )X,

for all X,Y € ['(E), the function(Q<"12wy) (X1, Xp) is actuallyC®(M)-bilinear.
To defineQ on an arbitrary elemen = y saxs € M(OE*) = & = DrsS7*, we define the
projectionsQ<" 1" s of Quy s € 7*1 = @k 1o/ onto a7k,

Definition 5. Let/;, p be a Lie n-algebroid structure on SE and ¥t= (—1)(-Y/2s-14,d o' = ps
be the associated Lie n-antialgebroid data on E. The deiova® € Der' I (©E*), which is defined
by

QU ws = (1) akso (4 g1 ©ids 1) — P’ ® s, (19)
whereids_1(Xi,...,Xs-1) = X1 ® ... ® Xs_1, IS the Chevalley-Eilenberg differentiabf the Lie n-
algebroid sk

Equation[[19) can be written more explicitly. Ho= 0, we get

Qk+17l’ ks = _p’ ® Os » (20)
fork>1,ifr >sr#s+1,
QM axs= (—1)*akso () ¢ 1®ids 1), (21)
if r=s+1,
QM g = (~1* 6deso (O ids1) — p'® ks (@2)
and ifr <s,
QL gy = 0. (23)

Indeed, ifk =0, thens= 0 and id_; = 0, so that[(IP) reduces to (20). Equatidng (21) (22) are
clear as well, as the terpi ® ax s can be evaluated only @i 1 sections oE (and must be interpreted
as 0 orr # s+ 1 sections). Fof(23), it suffices to note tiiaE O, if i <O0.

Let us briefly comment on the definitioris {20)-(23). Equa(@8) is just a reformulation of (16).
As for (21) and [(2R), note that the arguments is an element oferk and more precisely, say, of
M(Ef, ®...0E ), 3;Cj =Kk, (for examplel (E*; ® E*35)). Its imageQ1 wy s € "o7*+! must be
evaluated orXj € M(E_4,), j € {1,...,r}, ¥ja; = k+ 1. The computation of, ¢, ; ®ids 1 on these
X; leads to terms each of which belongs to somg& p,) ©... © F(E_y,), 3 ;bj =k, since/,

r—s+1
has degree 1 (in the example(E_1) © ' (E_3) or I'(E_2) ® (E_2)). In (21),(22) it is understood
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that the evaluation ofy s on those terms that do not match is 0 by definition. Graded sstmynand
C*(M)-multilinearity are again straightforwardly checked.

To make Definitiori b meaningful (and to complete the proof, still have to show tha® is a
derivation and tha®? = 0.

As concerns the derivation property, observe that it falldwm (8) and[{IP) that, fop’ = 0, the
endomorphisnQ is actually a derivation. However, the maps — p’ ® axs is a derivation as well.
Indeed, letn,; € 'o7* and note that the tensor productsgh® (aws @ net) are defined differently.
The first one is defined by means of vector fields that act ortifume (we will use the notatioh), the
second by means of products of functions (notatjoiWhen omitting the argumenis € I'(E) and
the subscripts, we can write

proon) =3 tly(w-n) =3 £(lyw) N+ +w-(Lyn)

=P owon+ (e (p'on).

Eventually,Q € Der* 7.

Below, we will explain that the Chevalley-Eilenberg complEf a Lie n-algebroid, Definitiori b,
‘reduces’ forn = 1 to the Lie algebroid de Rham complex.

We prove now tha©? = 0, which holds true if it holds on the generatogse '(E*}), 1<k<n,
anday € C*(M). To increase readability we work first up to sign. In the adilen to the proof, the
interested reader can find the details about signs. It saffashow that the sum

k+1

S= Z(Q“‘Qk“’m(xl,...,xr) (24)

vanishes, for alKj € I'(E_5,), such thaty ja; = k+2, and each X r <k+ 2. Ignoring the signs, we
get

inf(k+1,r)
S= Y (@MW) (61 @ids 1) (%, X))+ (PO (QFH ) (X, %) -

s=1
In the preceding sum, we can replace(inf 1,r) by r, sinceQk+1k+2¢y = 0. Settingt = r —s+ 1,
we then obtain

S= Z z (QkJrl’s(W)(E{(XUlv'“7X0t)ax<7t+1v--->X0r)
stt=r+loecSht,s—1)

+ zp’(m(QkHHwK)(xl, LX)

:04(< E’S(Eé(xgl,...,X(;t),XqH,...,Xgr))
stt=r+lgeShit,s—1)

+ Y (Pow)lb_1(Xa,-- X 1) Xa,)
oeSh(r—11)

+3 P/(6) (@ (Gy(Xas- T X)) + Bs(p' © @) (K, -, X)) (25)

where the first term vanishes in view of thg-antialgebra conditiori (10). Hence,
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+ 3 POy (Xe T X))+ 83 Y (%) (0" @) (Kas - T, X)) (26)

When taking signs into account, we see that the second armgsuhlins cancel out. If ng; is equal
to k, the first and fourth sums vanish as well. Otherw&e}-...i...+a =2 andr=2orr = 3. If
r = 2, the first sum reads

p'(01(%2)) @ (Xa) + p'(£1(X1) ) ax(Xe) (27)
wherea; = k anda, = 2 or vice versa. It thus suffices to show that

p'ol)=0 (28)
onl (E_»). This conclusion follows from the.-condition
(X, 1Y)+ G(£1(X), TY) + (=) 6(X, 64(FY)) = 0,
written for X € '(E_»). If r = 3, the first and fourth sums exist, so that

S=p'(£5(X2, X3))ax(X1) + ...+ p'(X2) (P (X) ak(X3) + p'(Xa) k(X)) + ... , (29)

where one of the; is equal tdk and the two others equal to 1. It is easily seen that it suffec@sove
that

P (5(X,Y)) = p'(X)p'(Y) = p'(Y)p'(X) , (30)
forall X,Y € T'(E-1). The result is encoded in the,-condition for bracketg;, £}, i + j = 4, written for

X,Y, fZ, with X,Y € ' (E_1). This is straightforwardly checked (we actually obtain shene property
for p and/,). This completes the construction of an NQ-manifold fromi@n-algebroid.

Conversely, we can construct a Liealgebroid from an NQ-manifoldE, Q). Indeed, the def-
initions (16)-[18) can easily be inverted. Equatién] (16j)irks the anchop’ from Q. Let now
XjelN(Eq), 1< j<r,setki=yaj—1,and letwx € I'(E*}). Equation[(1V) gives, for # 2,

(6%, %) (@) = (QTH @) (%, %)

since(—1)kk+1) = 1. Equation[(IB) provide§’, (X1, X2)) (ax). Clearly, p’ coincides with the anchor
(@3), sayp”, defined in the construction of a Liealgebroid via higher derived brackets. Moreover,
if we denote the higher brackefs112) &% we have

0= (-1 . (31)
Indeed, when computing

(6 (X, %)) (@) = [ [ Xa] Xl - X (k)

we get terms of the typie<01 Xy, r‘1Qi><0j+1 ...Ix,, ax. However, ifj differs fromr andr — 1, such a
term vanishes. Even far=r — 1, it vanishes, except d5 =k, in which case we have= 2, since
ya; =k+1. If r # 2, the derived bracket is given by a unique term. It suffices to compute the
sign of this interior product and to insert the sectidfsnto "~1Qu, i.e., if we change notation, into
Q17 wy, which generates new signs. Combining all these signs, walhcget(—1)". If r = 2, the
bracket?; contains three terms. The proof is just a matter of compmrtatSincel;, p” define a Lie
n-antialgebroid structure df, the same holds obviously true fgr, p’, so that, to complete the proof,
it suffices to consider the associated hialgebroid(sE, (¢;),p).

The constructions of a higher Lie algebroid from a higher @nifold and vice versa are of course
inverses of each other. O
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Addendum. The sign in the first term of (25) is€(0o). If we denote, for simplicity, the degree ¥
by X; instead of-a;, those in the four terms df (26) are

(_1)><.»(><.»+1+ur><,)+k(x1+wif..+><,)7 (_1)k+x.'(x1+m+xj,1+k+1) ’
(_l)k+1+>Q(X1+...+><;,1+k+1) (_1)><.»(X1+N+X.;1+k+1) ]

It is thus clear that the first term df (25) vanishes and thatsthcond and third terms ¢f (26) cancel.
Moreover, [27) vanishes in view df (28), independently & ithvolved signs. When writing explicitly
the terms of[(Z20), we get for instance

(—1) Xt [p/ (¢ (Xp, X3)) (X1

(=120 (X)p' (Xa)ax (Xa) + (~1) " (Xg) ! (Xe) c(Xa) |

It now suffices to observe that this sum vanisheX; i#: —1 or X, # —1, and that otherwise it reads
P'(65(X2, X3)) ax(X1) — p'(X2) p' (Xa) a(Xa) + P’ (Xs) P’ (X2) a(X4)

and thus vanishes in view ¢f (B0).

Remark 7. The preceding proof shows two facts:

e For any split Lien-algebroid (L, (¢;);,p) over a manifoldM, the bundle magp : Lo — TM
verifies

for all X,Y € I'(Lo), where[—, —] is the bracket of vector fields. In other words, thelgebroid
anchor is a representation on \Vi@dt) of the Lie algebra (up to homotopy) brackietonl (Lo).

e Any Lie n-algebroid(L, (¢ ), p) is implemented by higher derived brackets. Indeedleé the
homological vector field associated to the hiantialgebroid structuré = (—1)""~1/2s71/,d
p’ = ps. FromQ we construct via higher derived brackets the antialgetswictturel;, p”, and
we reconstruct,, p’. Hence/; = s/} (s™1)" = (—1)'st/(s7 1) andp = p’s 1 = p’s 7.

Remark 8. Forn =1, i.e. in the Lie algebroid case, the Chevalley-Eilenbeffgmntial (19) coin-
cides with the de Rham differential of the considered Liehfgid. More precisely, the shifting oper-
ator allows to interpret the Chevalley-Eilenberg difféi@nQ < Diff 1 (©E*) of the Lie n-algebroid
(sE, (¢;)r,p) as differentialQ on I (J(SE)*). The computation is technical and will not be given here.
If ks €T ((SE)* 5, 1 0...LI(SE)" o1 1), ¥ @ =k, we find

G s = (—1) Dy oo (6 g1 Dids 1) — pE s s (32)

where id_1(Xq,...,Xs-1) = X1 0... 0 Xs-1. In the casen = 1, necessarilys = k,r = k+ 1, and
Nks =: Nk € F(AK(SE)§). It is easily seen that Equation {32) then reduces to thel wki&®ham
cohomology operator.
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4 Geometry of Lie n-algebroid morphisms

4.1 General morphisms of Lien-algebroids

In this section, we define morphisms between hialgebroids over different bases in terms of
anchors and brackets. In the case 1, we recover the notion of Lie algebroid morphism [Mac05],
and forn-algebroids over a point, the new concept coincides withdhlie infinity algebra morphism.

LetE = & ,E_; (resp.,F = &' ;F_;) be a graded vector bundle over (resp.,N). A graded
vector bundle morphism (in the categorical sense, i.e. #owdindle morphism of degree @ :
®'E — F,r > 1, is a smooth map over a smooth m@ap M — N, with linear restrictions to the fibers.
For instance,

(% /\ZE—LX = F_2@m @ E_1x®E ox— F 3

are linear. Remark that if > n+ 1, the highest degree ip'E is —r < —n—1 < —n, so thatg is
necessarily zero. A graded vector bundle morphgm®'E — F can be viewed as a vector bundle
morphismg : ['sE — sF of degree 1-r:

@=sg(st) and ¢ =(-1)""V2slnpd.

If X €M(E_g),i€{l,....r},thengfoX := ¢ o (X1 ®...®X) has obviously a decomposition of
the form

GoX=3 t Eop. (33)
J

where the sum is finitef* € C*(M) and &) € T'(F_54). Indeed, it suffices to take & a finite
generating family of sections in tf&”(N)-modulel (F_s4 ). Furthermore, it is easily seen that the
graded symmetric tensor produgt®...® ¢ of graded vector bundle morphisms is given as follows.
If Xi e M(E_g),i€{1,...,t},andt; + ...+t =t,t; # 0, then

@o 0@t X)= T  Y..Ye0) L E 008 om, (34
o€ Sh(ir,...tr) J1 Ir

wheree(0) is the Koszul sign.

Let 4, p (resp.,m;,r) be a Lien-algebroid structure osE (resp.,sF), and denote by, p’ (resp.,
m{,r’) the corresponding Lige-antialgebroid structure o (resp.,F).

Definition 6. A morphism of Lien-algebroidsbetween s and sF is a famify : [I'sE — sF,1<r <
n, of degreel —r vector bundle morphisms over a base n@ap M — N, such that

ro@ =Tgop', (35)

as well as, for anyl <t < n+ 1 and any homogeneous section®kE, i€ {1,...,t}, with decompo-

sitions
HoX =5 ' &low
]

(for any r and any product X=X, ©...®X;),
E(O') (R'/O (Els(xdv . >XUs) ®X05+1® cr @th)

r+s=t+loeSh(sr—1)

3 (DRI (! (3 X 00X o g
]
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.S e@ T 8 o, (36)

ti+...+tr =t geShty,..., t) J1
1 tj#Or h(l r) J Ir

1
r!

t
=2
r=1

whereXy denotes the degree of X

Note that fort > n+ 2, the highest degree of the terms in Equationd (36)4s¢ X —n—1 < —n,
so that any term necessarily vanishes.

Remark 9.

e This definition is the geometric translation of the naturglergeometric / algebraic definition
of Lie n-algebroid morphisms, see below.

e Forn=1, the definition reduces to that of morphisms of Lie algaetsaver different bases, see
[HM9Q], [BKS04], [Mac05].

Indeed, note first that far = 1, the mapsg, r # 1, vanish, as they are of degree 0. We already
noticed that the same is true fér m(, r # 2.

Fort = 2, Condition [[36) is trivial. To understand this claim, oh&ethat the sum in the second
row of (38) (resp., th&®HS of (38)) is constructed from the decompositiénl(33)gf; o (X1 ®
..1...©X%) (resp., the decomposition (34) @f, © ... © ¢ ) o (Xy,...,%)). Itis now clear that
the general term of the sum in the first row [of(36) is nonzery drr = 1 ands = 2, hence if

t = 2; that the sum in the second row does not vanish only=iR; that theRHS does not vanish
onlyifr =2 andt; =t, =1, hence, it = 2.

Eventually, fort = 2, Equation[(36) is easily written in terms @f, />, p,my. It then coincides
with the similar condition in the aforementioned works.

e A priori Definition [@ depends on the choice of the involved alepositions. However, it is
known, at least in the Lie algebroid case- 1, that all the terms are well-defined, see [BKS04],
[MacO05]. Forn > 1, this fact is a consequence of Theofdm 3, see below.

Before continuing, we work out an equivalent version of theher condition[(35), which uses
the decomposition (33). Lag € C*(N), let X € '(E_1), and let all the other objects be as above.
Remember first that, Zx € TuM, x € M, we haveZy(go @) = (dg,x9) ((Tx@)Zx) = ((Tx)Zx)(9),
and that, ifY € Vect(N), we getYy g = (Y9 (@ (X)) = (@ (Y 9))(X). Assume now that

PoX=3 fom. (37)
J

When using the just recalled results and taking into acctlmtdecomposition (37), we see that
Equation[(3b) is equivalent to the equation

(0" (X)(@9)) = P (X (9o @) = ((Tug) (P'(X)))(9) =" (¥1X)(9)

=3 0 (&) w0 (9) = (Z f?fpé(r%fjx)g)) () - (38)
J

J
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4.2 Base-preserving morphisms of Lia-algebroids

If @:M — N is a diffeomorphism, the Li@-algebroid morphism conditions can be simplified.
Indeed, identify the manifolds! andN, so thatg, =
The anchor conditiori (35) then reduces to

rog =p', (39)

which is equivalent ta’ (¢ o X) = p’(X), for all X € I'(E), provided we defing’ andr’ by 0 in all
degrees different from-1.

As for the condition[(36), let us work — to simplify — up to sigRemember first that{, r # 2, is
C®(N)-multilinear and thatr, verifies, for anyf,g € C*(N) and anyX,Y € I'(F),

fgmp(X,Y) = my(fX,gY) + f(r'(X)g)Y +g(r'(Y) )X,

where we use again the just mentioned extensian lof 0. The anchor terms in thedS of (36) then

read
2 (M(gfoX) ANIAN (40)
whereX; = X;...T... X. In view of Equation[(34), th&HS of (36) is given by
L1
m (@ o...0¢)0X....%) +..., (41)

Zr!

i+t =t
tj#0
where. .. denote the anchor terms that appear=f 2.
If t =1, there are no such terms; on the other hand, the lsum (40y#mishes (we will refer to
this observation as resul)). Assume in the following that > 2. The potential anchor terms are
generated by the transformation of the sum

1

2 Y3 IR e g
2 tl:;zozt oeShitytr) J1 )2

If the total degree 0Ky, ..., Xg, and the total degree oty _,,...,Xq,,, differ both from—1, no
anchor terms appear. Otherwise= 1 (andt, =t—1) ort, = 1 (andt; =t —1). These possibilities
correspond to different terms in the sum otset, if and only ift > 3.

Let nowt > 3. In view of what has been said, additional terms appear iorilye two mentioned

cases. They are given by

225 (R EO RO+ EEITIE) = 3 R E g

i,],¢ i,/
= gu%mm%zﬁ (42)

since the degree & is < —1.
If t =2, the sum ovety,t, contains a unique terma =t, = 1 and the anchor terms (although
possibly zero) read

‘22< PrE G+ 0 EDTE)
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=3 (e 8% + (o) )87
=3 (F(#ex) 8" (43)

Since the sum$ (40) and (42) br (4.2) cancel out (see &)alie simplified form of the algebroid
morphism condition[(36) follows. Hence, the next reforntiola.

Definition 7. Let sk and sF be two Lie n-algebroids over a same badgask-preserving morphism
of Lie n-algebroidsbetween s and sF is a famigy : [I'sE — sF,1 <r < n, of degre€l —r vector
bundle morphisms (over the identity) that verify the caadit

rrog=p', (44)
as well as, for anyl <t < n-+ 1 and any homogeneous section®KkE, i€ {1,...,t}, the condition

S(O-)(d o (KIS(XU;L? tee aXUs) O] Xaskl ©...0 th)
r+s=t+1lgeSh(sr—1)

t
a er

% m(do...0f)o(X,....,%)) - (45)

ti+..tt =t

tj #0

Remark 10. Remember that a Lie-algebroid over a point is exactly a Liealgebra, hence a truncated
Lie infinity algebra.
When rewriting the conditiori (45) in terms @f, /,, andmy, we obtain

(—1)Vsignoe(o)@ o (s(Yay,-- -, Yor), Yosas- -+ Y1)
r+s=t+lgeSh(sr—1)

+signoe(a)m (@, oY ,....@ oY), (46)

where we wroteY; instead ofsX and where

+= (-] VALY YOI = 4t t .. 41,
J

[Y°'| being the sum of the degrees of the componenié°f This is exactly the Lie infinity algebra
morphism condition, seé [Sch04], [AR10], [LV11]. Henceg ttefinition of base-preserving Lie
algebroid morphisms coincides over a point (bundles bespaees, bundle morphisms become linear
maps, anchors vanish, sections become vectors and compsst/aluations) with the definition of
(truncated) Lie infinity algebra morphisms. We thus provesailt conjectured in [SZ11], Remark 2.5.

4.3 Categories of Lien-algebroids and NQ-manifolds: comparison of morphisms

In this section we show that morphisms of split lnikalgebroids are morphisms of NQ-manifolds
between split NQ-manifolds.

Proposition 3. There is a 1-to-1 correspondence between famglies)'sE — sF,1 <r <n, of degree
1—r vector bundle morphisms over a meg and graded algebra morphisnds: I'(OF*) — I'(©E*).
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Proof. To define® : I'(0F*) — I'(©E*), we define, fornks € M(F*, ©...©F",), Ybj =Kk,
the projection ofd)kvrnk,s onto anyl(E*, ©...0E*,), Ya; = k. More precisely, we define
(D% Nis) (X, .-, Xr) €C(M), X € M(E_a ), iInaway such that the dependence onxheeC*(M)-
multilinear and graded symmetric.
We first set
®%0:C*(N) > g go@ e C*(M). (47)

Then, fork > 1, we defing ®*" ns)(Xa, ..., %) by 0, if s>, and set, fos<r,

(@)K X) = Meso s Y (B0 06)o .. X).  (48)

Yot rs=r

ri #0
Indeed, for ank € M, we have

1 S (O O@) X Xex)

|
S r+...+rs=r
ri #0

:§1| 3 S £0) @ (X o..0d,X), (49)

©ont.trs=r geShry,...,ls)
ri #0

where a notation axx"l meansxo—bx,...,xarrx. If we denote the sum of the degreesy, of these
Xo;x by [X2"], we get

1 s
%(Xf )®---®4’r/s(x>? ) € F\xxol\.qb(x)@"'QFIXES\,%(X) :

On the other handjy ,4,(x) is an element ofF_p.q0 © ... © F_p.qx) - Of course, the contraction
of the terms of th&®HS of (49) with 1y s.(x) gives a nonzero contribution only if the considered term
belongs to the source spacemfsq,x- It is now clear that th&HS of (48) is a function orM that
depends on th¥; in aC*(M)-multilinear and graded symmetric way.

The definition of® : '(OF*) — '(OE*) is now complete. In view of(9) and (47), (48P, is a
graded algebrad@A) morphism.

Remark 11. It is easily checked that, for=1,E=TM, F = TNandg, = T ¢, the algebra morphism
® is just the pullbackg; : I'(AT*N) — (AT *M) of differential forms byg.

Proof (continuation).Conversely, to angsA morphism® : I'(©F*) — I'(©OE*) we can associate
afamilyg : ©'E — F, r > 1, of graded vector bundle morphisms over a nggp
The map® is in particular an associative algebra morph®mC>(N) — C*(M). Hence, itis the
pullback by a smooth mam : M — N, see e.g.[[AMR83]/[Bko65]. It follows that, for argye C*(N)
andn € I (©F"),
®(gn) = (go @)(Pn) .

This ‘function-linearity’ implies as usual thab is local, i.e. thatPn =0 on %*1(V), if n=0o0n
V, whereV is an open subset N (indeed, for any € (po‘l(V), consider a bump functioa around
@(X), and note tha®n = ®((1—a)n)). In fact, for anyx € M, we even havédn )x =0, if Ng ) =0
(indeed, take a local fram@;); of ©F* in V > @(x) and set) = 5;sb; in V; if the bump function
a is as above and has value W3 @(x), thenn = 5;(as)(abi) in W; due to locality,(Pn)x =
zi(as’})%(x)(db(abi))x = 0): the valug(®n )y, x € M, only depends on the valugy,x)-
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To define, forr > 1 andx € M, a linear mapg : ®'Ex — Fa(x) Of degree O, associate to any
PEE ax®...0E_5xC O'Ey ¥ a; =k, aunique

#(P) €Fxpm = (Fiipr)

Hence, leg* ijq%(x) and choose € I'(F*,) such that),,x = d". The value(®n ) is well-defined
in ®E; and has degrele It suffices now to set

#(P)(a) = (p,(Pn)x) €R, (50)

where of course only the projection @Pn ) ontoE*, ,©... ®E*, , gives a nonzero contribution.

The definitions[(48) and (50) are in fact inverses of eachroth&leed, ifp = X1x® ... ® X x,
Xjx € E_a x, chooseXj € T'(E_,) (resp.,nka1 € I'(F*,)) that extends(| x (resp.,g*). Definition (50)
then reads

(H((XLX ©...0 Xr,x)(r’k,l;qa)(x)) = <x1,x ©...0 Xr,x7 ((Dk’rr)k,l)x> .

O

Corollary 1. There is a 1:1 correspondence between graded vector bundiphisms¢ : E — F
and bigraded algebra morphismB : I'(©F*) — I'(®E*), i.e. algebra morphisms that respect the
standard and the homological degrees.

Remark 12. We thus recover the result that the morphisms of split N-foéds are the morphisms
of graded vector bundles. Let us stress that the morph@®nis(©F*) — ' (OE*) of graded algebras
we considered in Propositidnh 3, are the morphisms of N-ro&dsfbetween the split N-manifolds:]
andF[] (split N-manifolds are not a full subcategory of N-manife)d

Proof. The corollary is a direct consequence of the proof of theqai#ny proposition. Indeed, #]
is the unique map of the family of morphisms, it follows fronefivition (48) that® respects both
degrees. Conversely,d is a bigraded algebra morphism, Equation (50) provides amhapg|. O

The next theorem explains our definition of lnealgebroid morphisms.

Theorem 3. There is a 1-to-1 correspondence between morphisms ofLsplit-algebroids from sE
to sk and morphisms of differential graded algebras fidmioF*), Qg ) to (I (®E*), Qg).

Remark 13. This theorem means that the morphisms between the split-aigebroids(sE, ¢, p)
and (sk,m;,r) are the morphisms of NQ-manifolds between the split NQ-fo&ds (E[-],Qg) and
(F[-],Qr). The point is that morphisms of split Lie-algebroids are not necessarily morphisms of
graded vector bundles. This observation is not surprisingtphisms of Lie infinity algebras are on
their part usually not morphisms of graded vector spaces.

Let us first note that, in view of Propositibh 3, Theorlegm 3 jus@ans that the morphism conditions
(35) and[(3b) are equivalent to the equivariance condition

Qeo®=®oQk (51)

— which proves that Definition] 6 is independent of the choserorhpositions. More precisely, the
equivariance condition is satisfied on the whole algdbfaF*) if and only if it is satisfied on the
generatorg € C*(N) andn1 € I'(F*,), ke {1,...,n}. It will turn out that the condition(31) written
on functions is equivalent to the conditidn {(35), and thdl) (@ritten on generators of degreks
{1,...,n} is equivalent to the conditions (136).
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Proof. To simplify, we work in this proof up to sign. However, somgrs are needed to explain
Definition[8. We denote them bi-1) — (+3) and write them explicitly at the end of the proof.

Letge C*(N) and letX € '(E_1). We get

(Qg' %) (X) = p'(X)(%9)

and
(®*'Qr'9)(X) = (QF'P o, ¢ oX) =Y F (G ) omw=3 @ ("(E)9) .
J J

In view of Equation [(3B), this means th@g o ® and ® o Qg coincide on functions if and only if
Equation[(35) holds true.
Letnowk e {1,...,n}, nx1 € M (F*), andt € {1,... k+1}. We will compute

z QkJrlthk o z q)k+thk+l I’r' c tdk+l (52)

on(Xy,..., %), Xj €M(E_q)), Y aj =k+1.
When applying the deflnltlons @ and®, we get

z (QkJrlthkrr’ .l)(Xla- - >Xt)

r=

t
- Z Z (q)k7rr’k71)(£{—l’+l(xal7'"7X0’t—r+1)®xat—r+2®"'®xat)
r=loeShit-r+1r-1)

_|_Zp CDkt 1r7k1)(X1,...T...,)(t)

— (ko Y Y (EDHO (Ko Xe) OXay O OXa))  (63)
r+s=t+lgeSh(sr—1)

+Zp ( (Mo @, & o >),

whereX; stands for(Xy,...T...,X%). The last sum reads
(s .3 (2)( (%) 7)€ o @) (54)
+Z 50/ flkl,f .

Observe that, independently of the implication we have indni35%) and[(36) imply[(51) of (1)
implies [3%) and[(36), we can assume at this stage [that (bixsequivalent form[(38) hold true. It
follows that the last sum of the preceding expression canrfitewin the form

> e (€ e 69) - (55)

i,),0

The reader has probably noticed that many of the terms we anitl transform are zero. The point
is that it is much easier to transform sums with potentialiyighing terms, than to work with the
actually present terms.
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On the other hand, when using Equatibnl (34), we get

k+1

S (PHQE M N (X, -, %)
r=1

1 ol of ol ot

=y = Yo B @ 0 0. 08T
r:lr' tlJr-t‘--thr:t UGSI’(t]_ ..... tr) Ir
t 1 Xal XOr Xol XOr
:<nk710%,z—l z Z ZZ(ig)f“ er ﬁﬂ(fjl ”Elr )O(R)> (56)
=L t1+lt‘”#+(;r t geShti,...tr) J1 Ir

Y Y Iy e (CenaE &)
11:;501 oeShtit2) 11 2

We now examine the nonzero terms in the sum dygdp. Note first that ift = 1, the entire sum
vanishes. We thus can assume that2. The function that we pull back by, is given by

& e € )+ (EE ) e, £

and does therefore not vanish only if the sum of the degre¥s, of. ., X5, 0orXg, ,,..., Xg,,, I8 —1.
In this caset; = 1 (andt, =t — 1) ort, = 1 (andt; =t —1). As already observed above, the latter two
possibilities correspond to different terms in the sum dveés, only if t # 2. Moreover, since the sum
of the degrees oXy,..., % is —k— 1, see above, we find that 2, if k= 1.

Consider first the cage# 2 (thenk # 1). The sum ovety,t, now reads

_zzzzfﬁfg (r'(&5) (e, €0 + 1 (&) (M, 6 )

IJ1 )2

= 3 765 (V€)M E) (57)
i,],0
since the degree (if-f, i.e. the degree oX;, is less than-1.
In case = 2, the sum over,t, reads

Ezé AR (r (&) (M1, &) + 1 (&) (M1, & >>

= 3 5 (7€) (. §9) - (58)
i,],0

It now suffices to observe that the suml(55) and the durh (57h&r ¢ancel out. Indeed, if the
morphism condition[(36) is satisfied, the differentcel (52)ishes andQg o ® — ® o Qg vanishes on
all generators. Conversely, if the differenEel(52) varssiiee ‘sum’ of the evaluations (53]}, (54), and
(56) vanishes at any pointe M. As the second factor of each one of these evaluations issameelt
of F_x @(x) @nd the first an arbitrary elemeng 1.4, € ij’%(x), this means that the condition (36) is
verified. O

Addendum. It is straightforwardly checked that the sigfis;) — (£3) are given by
(1) = (~1)e(0), (22) = (~DNE X4 and (dg) = (~1)e(0),

which completes the explanation of Definitioh 6.
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