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Abstract

The second author has defined a class of L..-algebras that are naturally associated to manifolds
equipped with a closed higher-degree differential form, which reduce to the underlying Lie algebra of
the usual Poisson algebra in the case of symplectic manifolds. Here we show how these Loo-algebras of
local observables can be interpreted as the infinitesimal autoequivalences of higher prequantum bundles
covering higher Hamiltonian symplectomorphisms. More precisely, we define a dg Lie algebra of such
infinitesimal autoequivalences and exhibit an explicit homotopy equivalence between it and the Loo-
algebra of local observables. By truncation of the connection data for the prequantum bundle, this
produces higher analogues of the Lie algebra of sections of the Atiyah Lie algebroid and the Lie 2-algebra
of sections of the Courant Lie 2-algebroid. Finally we exhibit the Lo.-cocycle that realizes the Loo-
algebras of local observables as a Kostant-Souriau-type Loo-extension of the Hamiltonian vector fields.
When restricted along a Lie algebra action, this yields Lo.-analogs of the Heisenberg Lie algebras and
their classifying cocycles. In particular, this recovers the string Lie 2-algebra of a semisimple Lie algebra
as well as the 3-cocycle that classifies it.
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1 Introduction

Geometric objects, such as manifolds, orbifolds, or stacks, equipped with a closed differential form play
important roles in many areas of current mathematical interest. The archetypical example are closed 2-
forms in (pre-)symplectic geometry. Higher degree closed forms play crucial roles, for example, in covariant
quantum field theory, in Hitchin’s generalized complex/Riemannian geometry, and in differential cohomology.
It is becoming clear that it is advantageous to consider these forms, in one way or another, as higher degree
generalizations of symplectic structures.

In all of these applications, there is a particular focus on integral closed forms. This is because such
forms correspond to the curvatures of higher geometric structures known as U(1)-n-bundles with connection
(or U(1)-(n — 1)-bundle gerbes with connection). Here we refer to these as higher prequantum bundles, in
analogy with the role that U(1)-principal connections play in the geometric prequantization of symplectic
manifolds [16] 28]. (A modern review can be in [6].) In the companion article [10] we present general aspects
of such higher geometric prequantum structures; here we work out details of the general theory specialized to
the higher differential geometry over smooth manifolds. In particular, we use homotopy Lie theory to study
the infinitesimal autoequivalences of higher prequantum bundles covering infinitesimal diffeomorphisms of
the base manifold i.e. the infinitesimal quantomorphisms.

It is well-known that every pre-symplectic manifold induces a Lie algebra of Hamiltonian functions whose
bracket is the Poisson bracket given by the closed 2-form. When the manifold is equipped with a prequantum
bundle, this Lie algebra is isomorphic to the Lie algebra of infinitesimal autoequivalences of that structure
i.e. those vector fields on the bundle whose flow preserves the underlying bundle and its connection under
pullback. These are also called prequantum operators. More generally, manifolds equipped with higher
degree forms also have Hamiltonian vector fields, which form a Lie algebra just like in symplectic geometry.
The differential form induces a bilinear skew-symmetric bracket not on functions, but on higher degree
differential forms. However, this bracket fails to satisfy the Jacobi identity. The observation made in [22]
was that, for the case of non-degenerate forms, this failure is controlled by coherent homotopy. Hence,
instead of being a problem, the lack of a genuine Lie bracket indicates the presence of a natural, but higher
(homotopy-theoretic) structure. More precisely, the higher Poisson bracket gives rise to a strong-homotopy
Lie algebra or Loo-algebra. The construction in [22] extends trivially to the case of degenerate forms, and we
call the resulting algebra the ‘L .-algebra of local observables’. In this paper, we illuminate its conceptual
role further.

Summary of results. We identify the higher Kostant-Souriau L.-algebra cocycle that classifies the Loo-
algebra of local observables as an extension of the Hamiltonian vector fields (theorem B41]) and show how
this result immediately gives a construction of ‘higher Heisenberg L..-algebras’ (sectionB3]). As an example,
we obtain a direct re-derivation (example [B5.4]) of the string-Lie 2-algebra as the Heisenberg Lie 2-algebra
of a compact simple Lie group G [3].

We briefly recall the construction of the higher prequantum automorphism group of a higher prequantum
bundle, which is described with more detail in [I0]. We construct a dg Lie algebra (def. E21)) which can
be thought of as modeling the “infinitesimal elements” of this higher automorphism group in terms of the
Cech-Deligne cocycle for the prequantum bundle. (Similar dg Lie models for the “infinitesimal symmetries”
of a U(1)-bundle gerbe were constructed by Collier [9].)



We prove explicitly that our dg Lie algebra of infinitesimal quantomorphisms is equivalent, as an L -
algebra, to the L.o-algebra of local observables of the corresponding pre-n-plectic form (theorem [L22).

Finally, we show that this construction induces an inclusion of the L..-algebra of local observables into
higher Courant and higher Atiyah Lie algebras (section ().

Remark 1.0.1. All of the constructions and results that we discuss here apply to the general context of
pre-n-plectic manifolds, i.e. manifolds equipped with a closed (n + 1)-form. Non-degeneracy conditions on
the differential form do not play a role. Nevertheless, our formalism allows us to restrict to the case of
non-degenerate forms, and it may be interesting to do so in specific applications. This is analogous to the
well-known fact that non-degeneracy is not needed to prequantize a symplectic manifold. Indeed, one can
proceed even further in this case; the full geometric quantization of pre-symplectic manifolds is a well-defined
and interesting endeavour in its own right (e.g. [7]).
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Notations and conventions.
Notations for Cartan calculus

The Schouten bracket of two decomposable multivector fields uy A -+« A Uy, v1 A+ Av, € A® X(X) is
[ug A A, 01 A Avg] =

m n
SO D) T ui v Aug Aves At Aves Aty Avy A= Ay A Ay, (1.0.1)
i=1 j=1

where [u;,v;] is the usual Lie bracket of vector fields.
Given a form a € Q°(X), the interior product of a decomposable multivector field vy A --- A v, with
o is
Loy Ao Aoy O = Ly, =+ Ly O,
where ¢,,« is the usual interior product of vector fields and differential forms. The interior product of an
arbitrary multivector field is obtained by extending the above formula by C'°°(X;R)-linearity.
The Lie derivative £, of a differential form along a multivector field v € A® X(X) is defined via the

graded commutator of d and ¢(v):
Lyo = diya — (=1)1,da, (1.0.2)

where «(v) is considered as a degree — |v| operator.
The last identity we will need involving multivector fields is for the graded commutator of the Lie
derivative and the interior product. Given u,v € A\* X(X), it follows from [12] Proposition A3] that

L[’U«,U]a = (_1)(IUI_1)‘UI£7¢LUO‘ - Lvﬁua- (103)

Conventions on chain and cochain complexes

We will mostly work with chain complexes and homological degree conventions. The differential of a chain
complex (A,,d) will have degree -1:

d d
= A Ay = Ay —



The shift functor As — A[l]e will act by shifting on the left, i.e., A[l]y = Ag_1. In particular, if V is a
vector space, seen as a chain complex concentrated in degree zero, V'[n] will be the chain complex consisting
of V' concentrated in degree n.

A cochain complex (A°®,d) will have a differential of degree +1,

1 d d
e AT S A SoAn T

and will be identified with a chain complex (with the same differential) by the rule A, = A=*. In particular
chain complexes concentrated in non-negative degree will correspond to cochain complexes concentrated in
nonpositive degree, and vice versa. Also on cochain complexes the shift functor A® — A[l1]* will act by
shifting on the left, i.e., we have A[1]F = Ak+L,

Conventions on stacks and higher stacks

While this article focuses on homotopy Lie theory, we do mention at some points the corresponding con-
structions in higher smooth stacks, according to [I0]. A detailed overview of this formalism is given in Sec.
3.1 in [11].

Smooth stacks are taken to be stacks over the category of all smooth manifolds equipped with its standard
Grothendieck topology of good open covers. Equivalently but more conveniently this are stacks over just
the subcategory CartSp of Cartesian spaces {R"},,cy (or equivalently of open n-balls), regarded as smooth
manifolds. A higher smooth stack may always be presented as a Kan-complex valued functor on CartSp°?
and the homotopy theory H of smooth stacks is given by the category of such functors with stalkwise
homotopy equivalences of Kan complexes universally turned into actual homotopy equivalences:

H := Lj,e Fune(CartSp°?, KanCplx) .

In the applications of the present article all examples of such objects are either given by sheaves of chain
complexes A, of abelian groups in non-negative degrees under the Dold-Kan correspondence

acp forget

DK : Chse(Ab) —— AbGrp~® —— KanCplx

or are the Cech nerve C'(U) of an open cover U = {U; — X}; of a smooth manifold X. If U is a good
cover and if A, is CartSp-acyclic (which it is in all the examples we consider), then the function complex
H(X,A) ~ Func(C(U),DK(A,)) is the traditional cocycle complex of Cech hypercohomology of X with
coefficients in A,.

2 Higher prequantum geometry over smooth manifolds

We briefly review here the basic notions of higher prequantum geometry over smooth manifolds which will be
used throughout the article. First in 2]l we recall the notion of pre-n-plectic manifolds and their Hamiltonian
vector fields and then in their pre-quantization by Cech-Deligne cocycles.

2.1 n-Plectic manifolds and their Hamiltonian vector fields
In [2] the following terminology has been introduced.

Definition 2.1.1. A pre-n-plectic manifold (X,w) is a smooth manifold X equipped with a closed (n + 1)-
form w € QZIH(X). If the contraction map w: TX — A"T*X is injective, then w is called non-degenerate
or n-plectic and (X,w) is called an n-plectic manifold.

Example 2.1.2. For n = 1 an n-plectic manifold is equivalently an ordinary symplectic manifold.

Example 2.1.3. Let G be a compact connected simple Lie group. Equipped with its canonical left invariant
differential 3-form w := (—, [—, —|) this is a 2-plectic manifold.



Definition 2.1.4. Let (X,w) be a pre-n-plectic manifold. If a vector field v and an (n — 1)-form H are
related by
Low +dH =0

then we say that v is a Hamiltonian field for H and that H is a Hamiltonian form for v.

Definition 2.1.5. We denote by
Ham" '(X) C X(X) @ Q" 1(X)

the subspace of pairs (v, H) such that t,w + dH = 0. We call this the space of Hamiltonian pairs. The
image Xgam(X) C X(X) of the projection Ham" *(X) — X(X) is called the space of Hamiltonian vector
fields of (X, w).

Remark 2.1.6. Given a pre-n-plectic manifold (X,w) We have a short exact sequence of vector spaces
0 — Q4 H(X) —» Ham" ' (X) = Xpgam(X) — 0,
i.e., closed (n — 1)-forms are Hamiltonian, with zero Hamiltonian vector field.

Remark 2.1.7. It is immediate from the definition that Hamilton vector fields preserve the pre-n-plectic
form w, i.e., Lyw = 0. Indeed, since w is closed, we have L,w = diyw = —d?>H, = 0. Therefore the integration
of a Hamiltonian vector field gives a diffeomorphism of X preserving the pre-n-plectic form: a Hamiltonian
n-plectomorphism.

Lemma 2.1.8. The subspace Xwam(X) is a Lie subalgebra of X(X).

Proof. Let vy and vy be Hamiltonian vector fields, and Hy, H; their respective Hamiltonian forms. By
L,,w =0 and by the Cartan formulas, we get

Loy wa]@W = [Loy s bogJw = =Ly dHy = —d Ly, Hy = diy, Ly,w,
i.e., [v1, v2] is Hamiltonian, with Hamiltonian ty, ay,w. O

Remark 2.1.9. Hamiltonian vector fields on a pre-n-plectic manifold (X, w) are by definition those vector
fields v such that ¢,w is exact. One may relax this condition and consider symplectic vector fields instead,
i.e., those vector fields v such that t,w is closed. Then the arguments in Remark 2Z1.7 and in Lemma 2.T.8|
show that symplectic vector fields form a Lie subalgebra Xsymp(X) of X(X) and that Xeymp(X) € Xpam(X)
is a Lie ideal.

2.2 Prequantization of (pre-)n-plectic manifolds

The traditional notion of prequantization of a presymplectic manifold (X,w) is equivalently a lift of the
presymplectic form, regarded as a de Rham 2-cocycle, to a degree 2 cocycle in ordinary differential cohomology
(for instance [6]). Equivalently, this is a lift of w to a U(1)-principal connection V on X with curvature
Fy = w. Accordingly, the prequantization of a pre-n-plectic manifold is naturally defined to be a lift of
w regarded as a degree (n + 1) cocycle in de Rham cohomology to a cocycle of degree (n + 1) in ordinary
differential cohomology.

Definition 2.2.1. For X a smooth manifold and & = {U; — X} an open cover, we write (Tot(U, ), drot)
for the corresponding Cech-de Rham total complex, i.e. the cochain complex whose underlying graded vector
space is
Tot"(U,Q) = € C'U, V)
1+j=n
and whose differential is given on elements 6 = Y"1 §"~% € Tot" (U, Q) with "~* € C*(U, Q" ~?) by

drotf" ™" = 50" 4 (—=1)'do" ",



Definition 2.2.2. The cochain complex of sheaves
C(=U(D) =5 Q=) B Q=) Do S AN H (=) =

with C°°(—;U(1)) in degree zero, will be called the Deligne complex and will be denoted by the symbol
U(1)pel- Its truncation

Co(—U(1) 2% al(—) L o2 (—) L ... Q=) 5050

will be denoted by U(1)5%.

It follows from the above definition that a degree n Cech-Deligne cocycle in Q(l)%gl is

n

A=A A e U, Q) A e CMULU(L))

i=0
satisfying
AT = (=1)'dA™ i=0,...,n—2
SAY = (=1)""dlogA® (2.2.1)
§A° =1

Definition 2.2.3. We denote by B"U(1)¢onn the n-stack of principal U(1)-n-bundles (or (n — 1)-bundle
gerbes) with connection. This is the n-stack presented via applying the Dold-Kan construction to the presheaf
U (1)%;’1 [n], regarded as a presheaf of chain complexes concentrated in non-negative degree. The commutative
diagram

COO(_,U(l)) Ql(_)L4Qn—l(_)LQn(_)

o T

0 0 Qn+1(_)d

dlog
—_—

presents the morphism of stacks
F:B"U(L)conn = Q" (=)al

which maps a principal U(1)-n-bundle with connection to its curvature (n + 1)-form.

Definition 2.2.4. Let (X,w) be a pre-n-plectic manifold. A prequantization of (X, w) is a lift

BnU(l)conn
P
F
X2 Q”Jrl(—)cl.

We call the triple (X,w, V) a prequantized pre-n-plectic manifold.

Local data for a prequantization (X, w, V) are conveniently expressed in terms of the Cech-Deligne total
complex. The following result is a simple exercise in the definitions.

Proposition 2.2.5. Let X be a smooth manifold and let U be a good cover of X. Then a pre-n-plectic
structure on X is the datum of a closed element w in CO(U,Q(l)ng) and a prequantization of w is an
element in Tot" (U, U(1)pe1) such that drotA = w.



Remark 2.2.6. It is a well know fact that (X,w) admits a prequantization if and only if the closed form w
represents an integral class in de Rham cohomology; see, e.g., [6]. Indeed, since the shifted Deligne complex
U(1)pel[n] is an acyclic resolution of the cochain complex of sheaves bB"U (1) consisting of locally constant
U(1)-valued functions placed in degree —n, we see that a pre-n-plectic structure w is prequantizable if and
only if w defines the trivial class in the degree n Cech cohomology of X with coefficients in the discrete
abelian group U(1). By the short exact sequence of groups

02Z—->R—=U(l)—1

and by the Cech-de Rham isomorphism H. RXR) = H"(X,R), this is equivalent to requiring that the de
Rham class of w is an integral class.

3 The L, -algebra of local observables and its Kostant-Souriau
L,.~cocycle

To any pre-n-plectic manifold (X, w) one can associate an Loo-algebra Lo (X, w), as defined in [I3] 22], which
we may think of as the higher local observables on (X,w). This is an L..-extension of the Lie algebra of
Hamiltonian vector fields on (X,w) by the (n — 1)-shifted truncated de Rham complex of X. After a general
discussion of some aspects of the homotopy theory of L.-algebra in Bl we briefly recall this construction
in below.

For (V,w) an ordinary symplectic vector space, we may regard it as a symplectic manifold that is canon-
ically equipped with a V-action by Hamiltonian vector fields, with V regarded as the abelian Lie algebra
of constant (left invariant) vector fields on itself. The evaluation map at zero t—p_wlg : V X V — R of the
symplectic form is then a Lie algebra 2-cocycle on V' and hence defines an extension of Lie algebras. This
is famous as the Heisenberg Lie algebra extension and ¢ a_wl|o is the Kostant-Souriau cocycle that classifies
it (see example below). More generally, for any symplectic manifold, the Kostant-Souriau 2-cocycle
classifies the underlying Lie algebra of the Poisson algebra as a central extension of the Hamiltonian vector
fields [16, 28]. For symplectic vector spaces, the restriction of the Kostant-Souriau 2-cocycle to the constant
Hamiltonian vector fields is precisely the above cocycle. We describe in B3] below a further generalization of
this to a class of Loo-algebra (n + 1)-cocycles on Hamiltonian vector fields over pre-n-plectic manifolds. We
call these the higher Kostant-Souriau Lo -cocycles.

In B4 we prove that the L.-algebra extension which is classified by the Kostant-Souriau (n + 1)-cocycle
is indeed again the Poisson-bracket L..-algebra of local observables.

3.1 L.-algebras, extensions and cocycles

Here we first recall some details concerning the homotopy theory of L.,-algebras which we shall use through-
out the text. We then give an explicit characterization of certain homotopy fibers for L,,-morphisms which
we use to construct L..-extensions classified by L..-cocycles. Below we follow homological degree conven-
tions, as in [17].

Definition 3.1.1. An L. -algebra g is an unbounded chain complex g, (of real vector spaces) equipped with
a sequence {ly: L®* — L}2°, of k-ary graded skew symmetric brackets which constitute the components of
a degree (—1) codifferential on the co-free graded co-commutative coalgebra on ge[—1]. A morphism of Loo-
algebras is a morphism of the corresponding dg-coalgebras (sometimes called an “sh-map” of L.-algebras).
In other words, if dgCoCAlg denotes the category of connected dg co-commutative coalgebras, then the
category of L..-algebras is the full subcategory

CE: L, Alg — dgCoCAlg

consisting of those objects whose underlying graded co-commutative coalgebras (hence forgetting the differ-
ential) are co-free on a chain complex. Restricting a morphism g — b of L..-algebras to the subspace of



primitive elements induces a chain map ge — he on the underlying complexes, and hence a forgetful functor
from L., Alg to the category of unbounded chain complexes.

Example 3.1.2 (Lie n-algebras). All examples of L.-algebras g given here have their underlying chain
complex go concentrated in non-negative degree. It is common to call an L.-algebra concentrated in degrees
0 through (n — 1) a Lie n-algebra. A Lie 1-algebra is equivalently an ordinary Lie algebra.

Example 3.1.3 (dg Lie algebras). An L..-algebra whose k-ary brackets for k& > 2 are trivial is equivalently
a dg-Lie algebra.

Example 3.1.4 (Abelian L.-algebras). An L..-algebra whose k-ary brackets for k& > 2 are trivial, i.e. a
plain chain complex, is called an abelian L.o-algebra. If h is an abelian L.-algebra with underlying chain
complex h,, then we also write Bh for the abelian L..-algebra with underlying chain complex ho[1].

For n € N we write R[n] for the abelian L..-algebra whose underlying chain complex is R concentrated
in degree n, hence R[n] = B"R.

Example 3.1.5 (Lo,-morphisms). A morphism of L.-algebras f : g — A from a Lie n-algebra to a dg-Lie
algebra (A, da,[-,-]a) is equivalently given by a sequence of n skew-symmetric linear maps

fe: g = A k=1,....n |fu]l=k-1

which satisfy the following identity for all m > 0:

dafm(z1,. . om) + Z Z X(@) (=D £ (1) - s To (k) )s o (ki 1)s - -+ s To(m))
j+k=m+1 oceSh(k,m—k)

+ 3 Y )TN E el Ol [ @y, @)y fol@r(ein)s e Trm)] 4 = 0.

s+t=m r€Sh(s,m—s)
T(1)<7(s+1)

(3.1.1)

See for instance [I7, Def. 5.2].
As a special case of the above, an Ly-algebra morphism f: g — b from a Lie 1-algebra to an abelian Lie
(n + 1)-algebra b is equivalently a collection of linear maps

{fr: AFge — bo}rtt

such that following holds for all k£ > 1

dy fr(vy A Avg) =D (1) f (Ui, 0] Avi Ao ATG A= ATy A+ Ay). (3.1.2)
i<j
Example 3.1.6 (Cocycles as morphisms). Lo,-morphisms of the form g — R[n] = B"”R are in natural

bijection with closed elements of degree (n + 1) in the Chevalley-Eilenberg cochain complex of g. If g is an
ordinary Lie algebra, then these are just the traditional cocycles used in Lie algebra cohomology.
Quillen’s adjunction and rectification

As mentioned previously, an L-algebra whose k-ary brackets for k > 2 are trivial is equivalently a dg-Lie
algebra. Moreover, every morphism of dg-Lie algebras is a morphism of L,,-algebras under this identification.
This non-full inclusion is part of an adjunction

(R i) : LooAlg dgLie . (3.1.3)
R



We will call i o R the rectification functor for L..-algebras. See for instance [I8] Proposition 11.4.5]. We will
often leave the (non-full) embedding i notationally implicit.

The general properties of the adjunction [BI3]) give rise to the following structure, which we use below
in the computation of homotopy pullbacks.

Let g be an Loo-algebra. There is a canonical L-algebra homomorphism g X R(g), namely, the unit of
the adjunction, such that every L., morphism f. : g — A to a dg-Lie algebra A uniquely factors as

g 2% R(g) MA,

where £4 : R(A) — A is the dg-Lie algebra morphism in the factorization of the identity of A as
A4 R(A) 24 4.

Here £4 0 R(fs) is the adjunct of f. That the adjunction unit is natural means that for any morphism of
Lo-algebras ¢ : g — h we have a commutative diagram in L., Alg of the form

g—%>R(g) -
‘Pl lR(w)
b —>R(D)

Analogously, that the counit of the adjunction is natural means for the any morphism of dg-Lie algebras
¢ : A — B we have a commutative diagram of the form

A

l‘p .

R(A) 2~

192]

2
=

Homotopy theory

There is a wealth of presentations for the homotopy theory of L,-algebras in which homotopy fiber sequences
may be interpreted, given by a web of model category structures with Quillen equivalences between them
[20]. Here we make use of the model structures due to [14, [15], from which one can distill the following
statement.

Theorem 3.1.7. The category dgLie of dg-Lie algebras (over the real numbers) carries a model category
structure in which the weak equivalences are the quasi-isomorphisms on the underlying chain complexes, and
the fibrations are the degreewise surjections on the underlying chain complexes.

Moreover, if we define a morphism g — b in Lo Alg to be a weak equivalence iff the underlying morphism
of complezes go — be is a quasi-isomorphism, then the adjunction (R 1) induces an equivalence between the

homotopy theories of dg-Lie algebras and Lo -algebras. In particular, the components of the unit g % R(g)

and counit R(A) LENy) of this adjunction are weak equivalences.

Remark 3.1.8. In [I5], weak equivalences in the model category dgCoCAlg are defined to be those coalgebra
morphisms F': C'— C’ such that R(F) is a weak equivalence in dgLie. It then follows from [I8 Proposition
11.4.5] that a Lo.-morphism g — b is a weak equivalence if and only if it is an Lo, quasi-isomorphism, i.e.,
if goe — he is a quasi-isomorphism of chain complexes.

Remark 3.1.9. Throughout, we consider the category of unbounded chain complexes equipped with its
projective model structure, whose weak equivalences are quasi-isomorphisms, and whose fibrations are sur-
jections.



Corollary 3.1.10. Let foo : g — b be an Loo-morphism between two L.-algebras. Then an Lo -algebra €
presents the homotopy fiber of foo if € is Loo-quasi-isomorphic to the homotopy fiber of R(f~) : R(g) — R(h)
in the category of dglas.

Definition 3.1.11. An L., -algebra cocycle on an Ly.-algebra g with coeflicients in the abelian L., -algebra
A is a morphism
c: g——=BA.

The Loo-extension g of g classified by ¢ is the homotopy fiber of ¢ which sits in the long homotopy fiber
sequence of L.-algebras:
A——=73
hﬁl|)(c)
g——=BA

In the broader context of principal co-bundles, L..-extensions induced by L..,-cocycles are discussed in
[19]. (That generalized geometric cohomology is modeled by homotopy classes of maps in a suitable geometric
homotopical context goes back to [5].)

We now establish a recognition principle for homotopy fibers of Lo-algebra morphisms (Thm. BTT3]).
We begin with a preliminary fact:

Lemma 3.1.12. Let g be an Loo-algebra, A be a dgla and foo : g — A an Lo, morphism. Let pa : B — A
be a fibrant replacement of the zero morphism 0 — A in the category of dglas. The fiber product

R(g) x4 B —2~ B

ﬂR(g)l lpA
R(g)ﬁAOR(foo) A

is a dgla model for the homotopy fiber of fxo-

Proof. Consider the commutative diagram of dglas

R(g) xa B 22018 oy, B20 B
WR(g)l/ lﬂ'R(A) ‘/PA

where the rightmost diagram and the outer diagram are pullbacks. By the pasting law, also the leftmost
diagram is a pullback. Since p4 is a fibration and {4 is a weak equivalence, the map 7r4) is a fibration
and the map 7p is a weak equivalence. It follows that T (4) is a fibrant replacement of 0 — R(A). Hence
R(g) x a B is a model for the homotopy fiber of R(f) in the category of dglas. O

Theorem 3.1.13. Let g be an Lo -algebra, A be a dgla and foo : ¢ — A an Loo morphism. Let pa: B — A
be a fibrant replacement of the zero morphism 0 — A in the category of dglas. Consider the fiber product of
chain complexes

g XABWB—>-B
”QL l/;DA
¥

where [ = U(foo) 48 the linear part of fo. Assume there exists an Loo-structure Q on g X4 B and Lso-
morphisms Tp.oo : (§ X4 B,Q) = B and Ty : (§ x4 B,Q) — g such that
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o U(TB,0c) = TB;
o U(mg,o0) = mg;

e the diagram
(94 B,Q) —>B

ng lPA
g foo A

is a commutative diagram of L -algebras.

Then (g x4 B, Q) is a model for the homotopy fiber of fs.

Proof. Applying the rectification functor to the diagram of L.,-morphisms above we get a commutative

diagram of dglas
R(TB,00)
R(g xa B,Q) —=R(B)

R(wg,ml lmm
R(foo)
R(g) ———R(4)

Using the counit of the adjunction (BI3]), we can extend this to a commutative diagram of dglas

R(TB oo
R(g x4 B,Q)222)R(B) &2~ B
R(ﬂ'g,w)l lR(;DA) pa
&a

R(fs)

By the universal property of the pullback of dglas, the outer rectangle commutative diagram

EBOR(TB,c0) B

R(g x4 B,Q)
R(“g,w)l [{PA
'R(g) EaoR(foo) A

is equivalent to the datum of a morphism of dglas

Y :R(g xa B,Q) = R(g) xa B,

where R(g) x4 B is the pullback of dglas

R(g) xa B i B
pPA

WR(H)\L
R(g) £a0R(foo) A

The morphism ) will satisfy
B © 1/} = gB © R(WB-,OO); TR(g) © 1/} = R(ﬂ-g,oo)'
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By Lemma BT.12 the dgla R(g) x4 B is a dgla model for the homotopy fiber of f.. Then to conclude
we only need to show that 1 is a quasi-isomorphism. This is equivalent to proving that the L..-morphism
1 given by the composition

n:(gxaB,Q)

is a quasi-isomorphism. The linear part U(n) of n is determined by its compositions with the linear projections
to R(g) and to B. We have

V(gx A B,Q)

R(g x4 B,Q) % R(g) xa B

mpoU(n) =U(rpon) =U(rp oY ovgx,p,qQ) =U(poR(TEo0) 0 VgxaB.q) = U(Th,c) =78
and
TR(5)0U (1) = U(mr(g)on) = U(Tr() 0¥ 00(gx15,Q)) = U(R(Tg.00) 0 V(g 4 B,@)) = U(vg0Tg,00) = Ul(vg) oy
This means that the map of chain complexes
U(n):gXAB—)R(g) xa B
is
U(n) = (U(vg),idp).

Now consider the commutative diagram

(U(vg),idp)

gxaB————>TR(g) xa B S B
Wul ”R(s)l lPA
U(v oR(foo
g (vg) R(q) £a0R(foo) A

The rightmost subdiagram is a pullback by definition, while the total diagram is

gXABﬂ—B—>-B

1k

g A

)

since
§a0R(foo) 0 U(vg) = U(§a 0 R(foo) 0 vg) = U(foo) = f,
and so it is a pullback by hypothesis. Then, by the pasting law, also the leftmost subdiagram is a pullback.

The map 7T (g) is a fibration, since p4 is fibration, and all chain complexes are fibrant. Hence, since U (vg)
is a quasi-isomorphism, its pullback U(n) = (U(vg),idp) is also a quasi-isomorphism. O

3.2 The L.-algebra of local observables

We recall the construction of the L..-algebra of local observables associated to a pre-n-plectic manifold. It
is best seen in the light of the following immediate consequence of Cartan’s “magic formula” £, = di, + t,d.

Lemma 3.2.1. Let X be a smooth manifold and let B be an n-form (not necessarily closed) on X. For all
k > 1 and all vector fields vy, ..., vi we have:

(_1)kdbvl/\---/\vkﬁ = Z (_1)i+jL['Ui,’L}j]/\vl/\~~~/\’0i/\---A’[/jA---AUkB

1<i<j<k
k
+ Z(_l)szl/\"'/\'Di/\"'/\vkﬁvi/B
=1

+ Lvl VARRRVAN )™ dﬁ
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A special case of the above appeared as Lemma 3.7 in [22]. We thank M. Zambon for pointing out to us
this generalization.

Proposition 3.2.2 (Thm. 5.2 [22]; Thm. 4.7 [13]). Let (X,w) be a pre-n-plectic manifold. There exists a

Lie n-algebra Lo (X,w) whose underlying chain complex is

QX)L olx) L4 orx) 2 Ham (X)),

with Ham™ ' (X) in degree zero, and whose multilinear brackets l; are

0@dx if |z =1,
ll(l') = X
dx if |x] > 1,

R
= { e Ve =0

0 otherwise,
and, for k > 2:
e, ) = —(-1) Loy nenopW i |21 @ - @ x| =0,
T 0 otherwise,
where ¥ = v +n® denotes a generic element (n°,n', ..., v +n""1) in the chain complex and |v1 @ -+ @ |

is the total degree of the element v1 ® - -+ ® .

Definition 3.2.3. We call the Lie n-algebra L.(X,w) defined in the statement of Proposition the
Loo-algebra of local observables on (X,w).

Remark 3.2.4. The projection map of def. 2.T.5 uniquely extends to a morphism of L.-algebras of the
form

Loo(X,w)

lﬂ'L )

%Ham (X)

i.e., local observables of (X,w) cover Hamiltonian vector fields. Below in we turn to the classification of
this map by an L.-algebra cocycle.

Example 3.2.5. If n = 1 then (X,w) is a pre-symplectic manifold and the chain complex underlying
Loo(X,w) is
Ham’(X) = {v+ H € X(X) ® C°(X;R) | t,w + dH = 0},
and the Lie bracket is
[v1 + Hy,v2 + Ha] = [v1, 2] + Loy Avy -

If moreover w is non-degenerate so that (X,w) is symplectic, then the projection v + H — H is a linear iso-
morphism Ham®(X) 5 C°(X;R). It is easy to see that under this isomorphism Lo, (X, w) is the underlying
Lie algebra of the usual Poisson algebra of functions. See also Prop. 2.3.9 in [6].

3.3 The Kostant-Souriau L..-algebra cocycle

Here we present an L..-algebra cocycle (def. BT on the Lie algebra of Hamiltonian vector fields on a
pre-n-plectic manifold, which generalizes the traditional Kostant-Souriau cocycle and the Heisenberg cocycle
to higher geometry.

13



Definition 3.3.1. For X a smooth manifold, denote by BH(X,bB"~'R) the abelian Lie (n + 1)-algebra
given by the chain complex

QOX) Lol x) L. Lo i(x) L aani(x),

with dQ"~1(X) in degree zero.

Remark 3.3.2. The complex of def. [3.3.1] serves as a resolution of the cocycle complex
X)) LX) L LX) =0,
for the de Rham cohomology of X up to degree n — 1 once delooped (i.e., shifted).

Proposition 3.3.3. Let (X,w) be a pre-n-plectic manifold. The multilinear maps

n+1
W[ U —LyW; Wig] : VIAV2 F Lyy Auy W5 e Win1] @ VIAVA: -+ Upy1 = —(—1)( 2 )L'Ul/\'U2/\"'/\'Un+1w

define an Loo-morphism
wie] * Xfam(X) = BH(X,bB"'R),

and hence an Loo-algebra (n + 1)-cocycle on the Lie algebra of Hamiltonian vector fields, def. [Z1.0, with
values in the abelian (n + 1)-algebra of def. [3.311

Proof. First notice that the underlying map on chain complexes is indeed well defined: by definition of
Hamiltonian vector fields, if v is Hamiltonian, then there exists an (n — 1)-form H such that t,w +dH =0
and so wi, takes values in BH(X, »B"~!R). To check that the morphism is indeed a L..-morphism, notice
that in the present situation the equations (BI.2) of example become

dL'Ul/\~~~/\vkw = Z(_1)i+j+kL['ui,'Uj]/\'u1/\»»»/\1’1}/\»»»/\17}/\---/\Uk+1w
i<j
These are satisfied — since the w is closed and the v; are Hamiltonian — by Lemma B.2.11 O
Definition 3.3.4. The degree (n + 1) higher Kostant-Souriau Lao-cocycle associated to the pre-n-plectic
manifold (X,w) is the Loo-morphism
Wie] ¢ XHam(X) — BH(X, pB"IR)
given in Prop. [3.3.3

If p: g = Xpgam(X) is an Lo-morphism encoding an action of an L..-algebra g on (X, w) by Hamiltonian
vector fields, then we call the composite p*wp, the corresponding Heisenberg Loo-algebra cocycle. This
terminology is motivated by the following example Further discussion of this aspect is below in
Section 3.5

Example 3.3.5. Let V be a vector space equipped with a skew-symmetric multilinear form w : A"tV — R.
Since V is an abelian Lie group, we obtain via left-translation of w a unique closed invariant form, which we
also denote as w. By identifying V' with left-invariant vector fields on V', the Poincare lemma implies that
we have a canonical inclusion

gv iV — %Ham(V)

of V regarded as an abelian Lie algebra into the Hamiltonian vector fields on (V, w) regarded as a pre n-plectic
manifold. Since V' is contractible as a topological manifold, we have, by remark 3.3.2] a quasi-isomorphism

BH(V:p)B"'R) —— R[n]
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of abelian L..-algebras, given by evaluation at 0. Under this equivalence the restriction of the L.,-algebra
cocycle wi,) of def. B34 along jy is an L.-algebra map of the form

j{“,w[.] : V —_— R[n]
whose single component is the linear map
LW : ALYV SR,

For n = 1 and (V,w) an ordinary symplectic vector space the map ¢_yw : VAV — R is the traditional
Heisenberg cocycle.

Remark 3.3.6. The Kostant-Souriau (n+1)-cocycle has a natural geometric origin as the Lie differentiation
of a morphism of higher smooth groups canonically arising in higher geometric prequantization (see [10]).
This can be seen as a deeper conceptual justification for def. B34

3.4 The Kostant-Souriau L. -extension

Using the results presented above, we can now state and prove the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 3.4.1. If (X,w) is a pre-n-plectic manifold, then the projection map 71, Loo(X,w) = Xnam(X)
(remark[3-23)) and the higher Kostant-Souriau Lu-cocycle wie) (def. form a homotopy fiber sequence
of Loo-algebras, and hence fit into a homotopy pullback diagram of the form

Loo(X,w) 0

- |

Xtam(X) — BH(X,bB"'R).

Proof. By theorem B.I.T3)it is sufficient to replace the map of chain complexes 0 — BH(X,bB"~1R) by any
degreewise surjection K —%» BH(X,bB"'R) out of an exact chain complex K, such that its pullback along
w1y is isomorphic to the underlying chain complex of L., (X,w) and then to show that the L.o-structure of
Lo (X,w) sits compatibly in the resulting square diagram.
We take K to be the cone of the identity of the chain complex
0 d ol d d on—1
QX)) = Q0 (X) = - = Q"(X)

with Q"~1(X) in degree zero, and take mp to be the chain map given by the vertical arrows in the following
diagram:

QO(x) —L=a1(x) - 02(x) —% L oyx)
e N e L e Y
QX)) — o (X) — —— Q"3 (X) —— Q" (X)
id
id@0 id®0 d
QO(X)—d>-Ql(X)—d>Q2(X)—d> _d>Qn—l(X) 4, dQ"_l(X)
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By inspection and comparison with prop. it is easy to see that the fiber product of chain complexes
of K and Xpam(X) over BH(X,bB" 1R) is the chain complex Lo (X,w)s that underlies the Lo-algebra of
local observables:

TL l lﬂ'R 9

Xtam (X) —2s BH(X,bB"'R),

where f1 is the morphism

0 0 0 --- 0 0
v 41— _ _ 1.
S n ( 770 771 nn3nn2nnl)
As we already observed in remark B.2.4] the chain map underlying 7; uniquely extends to an L..-algebra
morphism. Therefore to complete the proof, it is sufficient to show that we can lift the horizontal chain map
f1 above to a morphism of L.-algebras which makes the diagram

Loo(X,w) — K

Xtam (X) —== BH(X,bB"'R),

commute. This is easily realized by defining the “Taylor coefficients” of f for k > 2 to be the degree (1 — k)
maps fj : AFLoo(X,w) — K given by

0 0 O

Froi@ind) A A (o +n8) = 00
(v e v, .
k(v kTt M 00 -+ 0 (=D i pnnw 0 -+ 0

3.5 The Heisenberg L. -extension

If a Lie algebra g acts on an m-plectic manifold by Hamiltonian vector fields, then the Kostant-Souriau
L o-extension of Xiam (X)), discussed above in [B4] restricts to an Loo-extension of g. This is a generalization
of Kostant’s construction [16] of central extensions of Lie algebras to the context of L..-algebras. Perhaps
the most famous of these central extensions is the Heisenberg Lie algebra, which is the inspiration behind
the following terminology:

Definition 3.5.1. Let (X,w) be a pre-n-plectic manifold and let p : g — Xpgam(X) be a Lie algebra
homomorphism encoding an action of g on X by Hamiltonian vector fields. The corresponding Heisenberg
Leo-algebra extension beis,(g) of g is the extension classified by the composite Lo-morphism wie| o p, i.e. the
homotopy pullback on the left of

[)eisp(g) —— Loo(X,w) ————=0
g—" o Xy (X) " BH(X,5B"R)
Remark 3.5.2. It is natural to call an Lo,-morphism with values in the L..-algebra of observables of a
pre-n-plectic manifold (X, w) an ‘L. co-moment map’, which generalizes the familiar notion in symplectic

geometry. Hence, one could say that an action p of a Lie algebra g on a pre-n-plectic manifold (X,w) via
Hamiltonian vector fields naturally induces such a co-moment map from the Heisenberg L.-algebra heis p(g).
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Example 3.5.3. For (V,w) a symplectic vector space regarded as a symplectic manifold, the translation
action of V on itself is via Hamiltonian vector fields (see example B:3.0). If one denotes by

p:V = Xpgam(X)
this action, then the induced Heisenberg L..-extension is the traditional Heisenberg Lie algebra.

Example 3.5.4. Let G be a (connected) compact simple Lie group, regarded as a 2-plectic manifold with
its canonical 3-form w := (—,[—, —]) as in example The infinitesimal generators of the action of
G on itself by right translation are the left invariant vector fields g, which are Hamiltonian. We have
Hl(G) =2 Hlp(g,R) = 0, and therefore a weak equivalence:

BH(G,bBR) —— R[2]

given by the evaluation at the identity element of G. The resulting composite cocycle

Wie]
(=[] 9—"> Xnam(X) —>R[2]

is exactly the 3-cocycle which classifies the String Lie-2-algebra, namely just (—, [—, —|) regarded as a Lie
algebra 3-cocycle. By theorem B.T.13| the String Lie 2-algebra is the homotopy fiber of this cocycle, in that
we have a homotopy pullback square of L,-algebras

stringg ——0

‘/ <_)[_7_]> l

g—R[2]

Hence the String Lie 2-algebra is the Heisenberg Lie 2-algebra of the 2-plectic manifold (G, (—, [—, —])) with
its canonical g-action p:
beis,(g) ~ string,, .

The relationship between string, and Lo (G, w) was first explored in [3].

4 The dg-Lie algebra of infinitesimal quantomorphisms

The Loo-algebra Lo (X, w) discussed above in SectionBlhas the nice property that the definition of its brackets
generalizes the definition of the traditional Poisson bracket in an elegant way. We now present another L..-
algebra which looks a little less elegant in components, but has a more manifest conceptual interpretation,
namely as the dg-Lie algebra of infinitesimal automorphisms of a U(1)-n-bundle with connection which cover
the diffeomorphisms of the base.

A main result of this section is Thm. £.2.2] which establishes a weak equivalence between the aforemen-
tioned dg Lie algebra and Lo (M,w).

4.1 Quantomorphism n-groups

Since, by definition, a prequantization of a pre-n-plectic manifold (X,w) is a morphism of higher stacks
X — B"U(1)conn, a prequantized pre-n-plectic manifold is naturally an object in the overcategory (or “slice
topos”) H Bny/(1).n,- Lhis leads to the following definition.

Definition 4.1.1. Let V(, V1 : X — B"U(1)conn be two morphisms representing (or “modulating”) prin-
cipal U(1)-n-bundles with connection on X. A I-morphism (¢,1): Vo — V1 in H/gry(1).,,,, 15 a homotopy
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commutative diagram of the form

X ¢ X
=
Yo Vi
BnU(l)conn

A 2-morphism (k,h): (¢1,m) — (d2,72) is only between 1-morphisms such that ¢; = ¢ and is given by a
homotopy commutative diagram of the form

P1=c2

X X
\1 %
k\/ \ Vo ?
Vi BnU(l)Conn

where one has the (undisplayed) 2-arrow 72 on the back face of the diagrams and an undisplayed 3-arrow
h: komn — n2 decorating the bulk of the 3-simplex. Higher morphisms are defined similarly.

Remark 4.1.2. Since we are dealing with a commutative diagram of morphisms between (higher) stacks, we
have the homotopy 7 appearing here as part of the data of the commutative diagram defining a 1-morphism.
In particular, isomorphisms (or better, equivalences) between Vi and V; will be pairs (¢, n) consisting of a
diffeomorphism ¢: X — X and a gauge transformation of higher connections

mn: (b*Vl i> Vo.

In particular, for the 1-plectic (i.e. symplectic) case, Vo and V; correspond to principal U(1)-bundles with
connection. If X is compact, then the 1-morphisms between them correspond to “strict contactomorphisms”
(Po, Ag) — (Pr, A1) between the total spaces of the bundles with their connection 1-forms A; € Q!(P;;R)
regarded as “regular” contact forms. If V = Vy = V7 and V is regarded as the prequantization of its
curvature i.e. the symplectic 2-form w, then such a contactomorphism is often called a quantomorphism in
the geometric quantization literature.

The automorphisms AUt/B"U(l)Conn (V) of any object V € H,gny1).,,, form an “n-group” (see, for
example, Sec. 2.3 of [I9]). And so, motivated by the terminology used in the above remark, we introduce
the following definition.

Definition 4.1.3. Let V : X — B"U(1)conn be a morphism modulating a U(1)-n-bundle with connection.
The quantomorphism n-group of V:
QuantMorph(V)

is the automorphism n-group Aut /BRU (Deonn (V) equipped with its natural smooth structure.

Remark 4.1.4. In the above definition we described QuantMorph(V) as a “smooth n-group”. In order to
make this precise, we need to say what a smooth family of automorphisms is. This is systematically done by
working with smooth families from the very beginning, i.e., by replacing the hom-spaces H(X, B"U(1)conn)
by what we call the “concretification” of the internal homs (the higher mapping stacks) [X, B"U(1)conn]-
See Sec. 2.3.2 of [I0] for precise discussion of this aspect. The intuition behind this smooth structure - which
is all that we need for our purposes here - is that all local bundle data depends smoothly on a parameter
varying in the base. For instance, a smooth path in the concretification of [X, BU(1)conn) is given by

1. smooth 1-forms A, € Q' (U, x [0,1],R) such that tojatAa = 0;

2. smooth functions gag : Uag x [0,1] — U(1);
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where {U, — X}, is a good open cover of X, such that
1. Ag = Aa + dxloggas on Uag;

2. 9aBY9ByGya = 1 on Ung,.

In the above formulae, ¢ is a coordinate on [0, 1] and dx is the de Rham differential in the X-direction. In
even more explicit terms, if {u!,... ,u"} are coordinates on U,, we are requiring that the 1-form A, has a
coordinate expression of the form A, ;(t,u', ..., u™)du® and that

0loggas(t,ut,. .. ,u"
, 910ggas(t, u )

Agi(t,uty .o u™) = Agi(t,ut, . u™) B

for any 1.

4.2 Infinitesimal quantomorphisms as a strict model for the L.-algebra of ob-
servables

Since the quantomorphism n-group QuantMorph(V) is equipped with a smooth structure, it has a notion of
“tangent vectors”. Roughly speaking, these correspond to maps out of the formal interval: Spec (R[e] / (6)2) —
QuantMorph(V). So it is not surprising that there is also an abstract notion of “Lie differentiation” in
this context which, when applied to the smooth n-group QuantMorph(V), produces not a Lie algebra,
but rather a Lie n-algebra. (See Sec. 3.10.9 and Sec. 4.5.1.2 in [26] for more details). This Lie n-algebra is
technically only defined up to weak equivalence, and although it will not make an explicit appearance here,
for the purposes of discussion we denote it as Lie(QuantMorph(V)).

The defining equations of Lie(QuantMorph(V)) can be conceptually described as the infinitesimal
versions of the defining equations for the quantomorphism n-group. In particular, a degree zero element in
Lie(QuantMorph(V)) will be an infinitesimal version of a pair (¢ : X = X, h: ¢*V = V), i.e. a pair
(v,b) consisting of a a vector field v on X and an “infinitesimal homotopy” b such that

b: L,V — 0,

where £, is the Lie derivative along v. Degree 1 elements in Lie(QuantMorph(V)) will be homotopies
between the b’s, and so on.

The notion of taking the Lie derivative of a morphism of higher stacks may give pause, but it has an
obvious interpretation if we represent the map V : X — B"U(1)conn as a Cech—Deligne cocycle Aon X
(def. 22). In this context, £,V corresponds to the usual Lie derivative £,A for vector fields acting on
local differential forms. Moreover, in this context the Dold-Kan correspondence tells us that, for exam-
ple, an infinitesimal homotopy b: £,V — 0 is simply an element 6 of the total Cech-de Rham complex
(Tot' Uu,Q), dTot) satisfying

L, A = dro0.

The above discussion is the intuition behind the following:

Definition/Proposition 4.2.1. Let X be a smooth manifold and n € N. If A is a Cech-Deligne (n + 1)-
cocycle on X relative to some cover U, then the dg Lie algebra of infinitesimal quantomorphisms

dgLieq, (X, A)
is the strict Lie n-algebra whose underlying complex is
dgLieq, (X, A)° = {v+6 € X(M) @ Tot" (U, Q) | LA = dret0},
dgLieq, (X, A)l=Tot" U, Q) for 1<i<n-—1,
with differential

dgLieg, (X, A"~ 212 dglLieq, (X, A)"~2 Lot .. 21 qolieq, (X, A)' 229 dglieq, (X, A)°,
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and whose graded Lie bracket is the semidirect product bracket for the Lie algebra of vector fields acting on
differential forms by Lie derivative:

[v1 4 61,02 + O] = [v1,v2] + Lo, 02 — Lo, 01
[o+6,7] =—[n,v+6] =L (4.2.1)
[7, 7] = 0.

The next theorem reveals the relationship between the above dgla of infinitesimal quantomorphisms
and the L..-algebra of local observables. It is the higher analog of the well-known fact in traditional
prequantization that the underlying Lie algebra of the Poisson algebra on a prequantized symplectic manifold
is isomorphic to the Lie algebra of U(1)-invariant connection-preserving vector fields on the total space of
the prequantum bundle.

Theorem 4.2.2. If (X,w) is a pre-n-plectic manifold (def.[Z1.1) and V is a prequantization of (X,w) (def.
presented by a Cech-Deligne cocycle A € C™(U,U(1)), then there is a natural weak equivalence (in the
sense of Thm.[3.1.7)

Loo(X,w) — dgLieq, (X, A) |

in LooAlg between the Loo-algebra of local observables (def. [32.3) and the dgla of infinitesimal quantomor-

phisms. (def. [{-2-1)).

Proof. We obtain the weak equivalence by first constructing a chain map using the familiar quasi-isomorphism
between the de Rham complex and the total Cech-de Rham complex. We then show explicitly that this
map lifts to a Loo-morphism. The proof itself is a lengthy but straightforward computation. We report it in
Appendix [Al O

Corollary 4.2.3. The image of the natural projection dgLieq,(X,A) — X(X) is the subspace Xpam(X)
of Hamiltonian vector fields. That is, the infinitesimal quantomorphisms cover infinitesimal Hamiltonian
n-plectomorphisms.

Remark 4.2.4. Theorem[.2.2limplies that dgLieQu(X , A) is independent, up to equivalence, of the choice of

prequantization A of w. The theorem also says that dgLieQu(X , A) is a ‘rectification’ or ‘semi-strictification’
of the Loc-algebra Lo (X,w).

5 Inclusion into Atiyah and Courant L.-algebras

If (X,w) is a prequantized symplectic manifold, and (P, A) is the corresponding prequantum bundle, then
there is an embedding, induced by the morphism given in Thm. [£2.2] of the Lie algebra of observables on
X into the Lie algebra of U(1)-invariant vector fields on P. The latter is the Lie algebra of global sections
of the Atiyah algebroid of P (see, for example, Sec. 2 of [23] and Def. BTl below). The integrated analog of
this embedding is a canonical map from the group of quantomorphisms to the group of bisections [8, Chap.
15] of the Lie groupoid which integrates the Atiyah algebroid. This groupoid is usually called the gauge
groupoid of P, but we prefer to call it the ‘Atiyah groupoid’. Likewise, we call its group of bisections the
‘Atiyah group’. Such a bisection is just an equivariant diffeomorphism of P covering a diffeomorphism of
the base X, and hence it “forgets” the connection 1-form A.

In analogy with the above, we now explain how similar embeddings of quantomorphisms naturally arise
in the higher case. This provides the motivation for the Lie-theoretic results presented in this section.
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Higher Atiyah groups and the Courant n-group

Recall from Section that the n-stack B"U(1)conn is presented via the Dold-Kan correspondence by the
presheaf of chain complexes

C=(=U(1)) % Q' (—) 4, 92(—) N 4, Q" ()

with Q"(—) in degree zero. We can also consider, for example, the n-stack B(B" 'U(1)conn), which is the
delooping of the (n — 1) stack B" U (1)conn- It is presented by the presheaf

Co(—U1) 25 0l (—) L ax(—) L ... 4 an=1(—) =0
with Q"~!(—) in degree 1. Hence there is a commutative diagram
- dlo d d ne d n
C(=U(1) —> Q=) = == Q"I (-) = Q"(-)
C=(=U(1) =5 01 (-) s Lo (o) ——0
C>(—;U(1)) 0—2 0 0

corresponding to a sequence of natural forgetful morphisms of stacks
B"U(1)conn = BB" 'U(1)conn) — -+ — B"U(1),

where at each step the top differential form data for the connection are forgotten.

If V:X — B"U(1)conn is the morphism representing a U(1)-n-bundle with connection on a smooth
manifold X, then the forgetful morphisms realize X both as an object over B(B" " 1U(1)conn) and as an
object over B"U(1). Therefore we have a sequence of automorphism n-groupsl of V:

Aut/BnU(l)conn (v) - Aut/B(B'"'*lU(l)ccmn) (v) - Aut/B”U(l) (v) °

We call the n-group Aut/BnU(l) (V) the ‘Atiyah n-group’ of V, since for the case n = 1, it is the previously
mentioned Atiyah group. We call AUt/B<Bn71u<1>Co,m) (V) the ‘Courant n-group’ of V, since for the n = 2
case it can be thought of as the object that integrates the Courant Lie 2-algebra. (see Def. below). A
more detailed discussion of these objects as the bisections of smooth oco-groupoids appears in [10].
Conceptually speaking, the infinitesimal analog of the above sequence of n-groups is a sequence of Lie
n-algebras
LieQuantMorph(V) — LieCourant(V) — LieAtiyah(V), (5.0.2)

where LieQuantMorph(V) is the Lie n-algebra of infinitesimal quantomorphisms described in the beginning
of Sec. The elements of LicAtiyah(V) are to be thought of as those infinitesimal autoequivalences
which preserve only the underlying U(1)-n-bundle of V, while LieCourant (V) consists of those infinitesimal
autoequivalences which preserve all of the connection data on the n-bundle except the highest degree part.

Recall that we modeled the Lie n-algebra LieQuantMorph(V) by using the dg Lie algebra dgLieq, (X, A)
given in Def/Prop. 2] Similarly, we define below dg Lie algebras which can be thought of as models for
LieAtiyah(V) and LieCourant(V) for the n = 1 and n = 2 cases. We consider these particular cases in
order to relate our results to the traditional theory of prequantum U(1)-bundles and also more recent work
on Courant algebroids and U(1)-bundle gerbes.

LAll of these automorphism n-groups have a smooth structure and are “concretified” in the sense of Remark B4l
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5.1 The n =1 case

Here (X,w) is an ordinary pre-symplectic manifold, and the algebra of local observables Lo, (X,w) (Def.
[B:23) is the underlying Lie algebra of the Poisson algebra of Hamiltonian functions. A prequantization V is
an ordinary U(1)-principal bundle with connection over X.

From any closed 2-form w, one can construct a Lie algebroid over X whose global sections form the
following Lie algebra (see for example, Sec. 2 of [23]):

Definition 5.1.1. Let (X, w) be a presymplectic manifold. The Atiyah Lie algebra atipah(X,w) is the vector
space X(X) @ C*°(X;R) endowed with the Lie bracket

[vr + c1,v2 + 2] o = [v1,v2] + Ly, c2 = Loyc1 — w(v, v2).

Obviously the underlying vector space of the Lie algebra L..(X,w) is a subspace of atipah(X,w). A
straightforward calculation shows that the inclusion

Loo(X,w) < atipah(X,w) (5.1.1)

is also a Lie algebra morphism. -
Just like in our construction of dgLieq, (X, A) (Def/Prop. E2.T]), we now represent the prequantization
V by a Cech-Deligne 1-cocycle (Z2), and obtain a model for LieAtiyah(V).

Definition 5.1.2. If A = A'+ A% is a Cech-Deligne 1-cocycle on X relative to some cover U, then Liea¢ (X, A)
is the Lie algebra whose underlying vector space is

LieAlg, (X, A) = {v +0 € X(X) 2 C°U,Q°) | £,A° = 56}

with Lie bracket - - - -
[[’Ul + 91,’02 + 92]] At = [’Ul,’UQ] + ﬁvleg — £v291 (512)

Since £,A° = 1,dlog A°, it is easy to see that an element of LieAlg ,, (X, A) is the local data corresponding
to a U(1)-invariant vector field on the total space P of the prequantum bundle, i.e. a global section of the
Atiyah algebroid TP/U(1) — X. Moreover, by construction, there is an inclusion of Lie algebras

dgLieq, (X, A) < LieAlg, (X, A) (5.1.3)

exhibiting the infinitesimal quantomorphisms as the Lie subalgebra of vector fields on P which preserve the
connection.

The following proposition describes the relationship between LieAlg . (X, A) and atipah(X,w), which one
can think of as an extension of Thm. for the n =1 case.

Proposition 5.1.3. There exists a natural Lie algebra isomorphism
¥+ atipah(X,w) = LieAlg,, (X, A)

such that the following diagram commutes

atinah (X, w) — 2> LieAlg,, (X, 4)

| !

Loo (X, w) —L dglLieg, (X, 4)

where f: Loo(M,w) =N dgLieq, (X, A) is the isomorphism of Lie algebras given in Thm. [[.2.2, and the
vertical morphisms are the inclusions (BL1) and (I13).
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Proof. 1t follows from Prop. [AJ] that the isomorphism f: Loo(M,w) — dgLieq,(X,A) is f(v+¢) = v —
clu,, + t,AL. Hence, we define 1: atinah(X,w) — LieAlg,, (X, A) to be
Y(v+c)=v—cly, + A (5.1.4)

Note that if £,A° = 60, then §(6 +1,A') = 0. Hence v is an isomorphism of vector spaces. The fact that v
preserves the Lie brackets follows from the equalities

EvleAl - £v2LU1A1 = L[Ul)vz]Al + Loy LvldAl = L[U17U21A1 F Ly AvpW-
O

Remark 5.1.4. Note that the isomorphism 1 (B.1.4]) uses the connection A to horizontally lift a vector field
on M to a vector field on P in the standard way.

5.2 The n =2 case

Here (X, w) is a pre-2-plectic manifold. A prequantization V of (X,w) is a U(1)-bundle gerbe (or principal
U(1) 2-bundle) over X equipped with a 2-connection.

In addition to the Lie 2-algebra of local observables Lo, (X,w), there are two other Lie 2-algebras one can
build directly from any closed 3-form w. It seems that the first of these has not appeared previously in the
literature, while the second one originates in Roytenberg and Weinstein’s work on Courant algebroids [25].
(The 2-term truncation we use here is due to subsequent work by Roytenberg [24].)

Definition/Proposition 5.2.1. Let w be a 2-plectic structure on X. The Atiyah Lie 2-algebra atinah(w)
is the graded vector space

atinah(X,w)? = X(X)
atipah (X, w)! = Q°(X);

endowed with the brackets

[l =0
[v1,va]5 = [v1,v2]
[v,nls = Lon
[[Ul, V2, 03]}3 = Ly Ava AvzW

(with all other brackets zero by degree reasons).

Definition/Proposition 5.2.2. Let w be a 2-plectic structure on X. The Courant Lie 2-algebra courant(w)
is the graded vector space

coutant(X,w)" = X(X) @ Q1 (X)
courant(X,w)t = Q°(X);

endowed with the brackets

[nl} = dn
[vr + 01,02 + 92]}; = [v1,v2] + Ly, 02 — L4, 01
1
— 5d(bv192 — Lyzel) — Ly AvogW
1

[v+6,n]5 = S todn

1
[[1)1 + 91,’02 + 92,’03 + 93]};) = _6 (<[[1}1 + 91, Vo + 92]]; , V3 + 93> + cyc. perm.)
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where (, ) is the natural symmetric pairing between sections of T*X & T X, i.e.,
(v1 + 01,02 + 02) := 14,02 + 14,01
(and with all other brackets zero by degree reasons).
The relationship between these Lie 2-algebras is given by the next proposition.
Proposition 5.2.3. There exists a natural sequence of Lo, morphisms
Loo(X,w) 2, courant(X, w) LN atipah (X, w),
where the nontrivial components of the morphism ¢ are

h(v+60)=v+6
o1(n) =n

1
p2(v1 + 01,02 + 62) = 3 (tv, 02 — L4,61)

and the nontrivial components of the morphism v are

Pi(v+0)=wv
Yi(n) =n
Yo (v1 + 61,02 + 62) = —% (v, 02 = 10,01)

Proof. The fact that ¢ is an Lo-morphism is the content of Thm. 7.1 in [23]. To show v is a Lo, morphism,
we first perform several straightforward computations using the Cartan calculus in order to obtain the
following equalities:

Ya(dn,v+0) =1 ([n, v+ 6]°) = [11(n), 1 (v +0)]3,

1 1
[v1 + 61, v2 + 02,03 + 93]]5 = —Z(Lv3£v192 — Ly L4, 01 + cyc. perm.) + ELUI,\WAUgw,

1
1/)2([[1;1 + 61,09 + 92]]; , U3 + 93) + cyc. perm. = ~1 (Lv3£v192 — Lyy L4, 01 + cye. perm.)
3
— (tosnupdf3 + cyc. perm.) — 3 Lo1 A2 v,

1
B (tvg Loy 02 — Ly, Lo, 01 + cyc. perm.)
- (Lvll\'uz d93 + Cyc. perm.).

[1(v1 + 61), Y2 (v + 02,03 + 03)]5 + cyc. perm. = —

We then use the above to verify that the equalities given in [T, Def. 34] are satisfied. O

If (X,w) is prequantized, then we represent the prequantum 2-bundle V : X — B2U(1)¢onn with a Cech-
Deligne 2-cocycle, and obtain dg Lie algebras which we think of as modeling the previously discussed Loo-
algebras LieAtiyah(V) and LieCourant(V). In what follows, Q=% and Q=! denote the cochain complexes
of sheaves

Q=) 505020—-, ) LA(—)5020—---,

respectively, with both having Q2°(—) in degree zero.

Definition/Proposition 5.2.4. If A = A2+ A'+ A" is a Cech-Deligne 2-cocycle on X relative to some cover
U, then we denote by dgLie,, (X, A) and dgLieq,, (X, A) the dg-Lie algebras whose underlying complexes
are

dgLien, (X, 4)° = {v 40 € X(X) @ Tot' (U, Q=°) | £,A° = droi0}
dgLiey, (X, A)' = Tot®(U, Q=°)
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and

dgLiecy, (X, A)° = {v 40 € X(X) @ Tot' (U, Q=) | L, (A" + A°) = droi0}
dgLiecy, (X, A)' = Tot (U, Q=);

both equipped with the differential 0 @ dros, and whose graded Lie brackets are (for both cases)

[v1 + 61,02 + 02] = [v1,v2] + Lo, 02 — Lo, 01
[v+6,7] =—[7,v+0] =L (5.2.1)
[7, 7] = 0.

The dg Lie algebra dgLie, (X, A) was constructed by Collier [0, Def. 6.11, Thm. 8.18], and he rigorously
proved that its degree zero elements correspond to infinitesimal autoequivalences of the U(1) 2-bundle
represented by the Cech 2-cocycle A°. He also constructed dgLiec,,(X,A) and proved that its degree
zero elements are the infinitesimal autoequivalences the U(1) 2-bundle equipped with a connective structure
represented by the truncated Cech-Deligne 2-cocycle A' + A% [9 Def. 10.38, Prop. 10.48].

There is an obvious map of dg Lie algebras dglLieg,, (X, A) & dgLie,, (X, A), which in degree zero
forgets the CO(U, Q') component. It is also clear that the dg Lie algebra dgLie(X, A) of infinitesimal
quantomorphisms (Def/Prop. LZT]) embeds into dgLiec,, (X, A). Hence the next result follows automatically
by construction.

Proposition 5.2.5. There is a natural sequence of dg Lie algebras
dgLieq, (X, A) 5 dgLiec,, (X, A) & dgLiey, (X, A)
which we interpret as modeling the sequence (B0.2).

In [9, Theorem 12.50], Collier constructed a weak equivalence of Lie 2-algebras between a local Cech
description of the Courant Lie 2-algebra (5.2.2)) and the dg Lie algebra dgLiec,, (X, A). We conclude with
the following proposition which strengthens this result by incorporating our Thm. and Prop. It
can also be viewed as the higher analog of Prop.

Proposition 5.2.6. If (X,w) is a prequantized 2-plectic manifold, then there exist natural weak equivalences
of Lie 2-algebras B
% atipah(X,w) = dgLie,, (X, A)

and -
f€: courant(X, w) = dgLiec,, (X, A)

such that the following diagram in Lo Alg (strictly) commutes:

atinah(X,w) — > dgLies, (X, A)

1o

courant(X, w) A dgLiec,, (X, A)

|, b

Loo(X,w)

dgLieq, (X, A)

where f: Loo(M,w) = dglieq, (X, A) is the weak equivalence given in Thm. [[-23, and the vertical mor-
phisms are those given in Prop. and Prop. [.2.3.
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Proof. In terms of the notation above, Prop.[Adland Eqs. [A9limply that the weak equivalence f: Lo (M,w) =
dgLieg, (X, A) has non-trivial components
filv4+0) =v—0+1,(A% — AY)
filn) = —
fa(v1 + 61,02 + 02) = 10,02 — 0,01 + Lo, Av, A%

(Above we have suppressed the restriction of global forms on X to open sets U, € U.) Hence, we define the
non-trivial components of f¢ to be

ffo+0)=v—0+1,(A% - AY)
filn) = -
1
f2c(vl =+ 917’02 + 92) = §(L”192 - Lv291) + L’Ul/\’U2A2'
Similarly, we define f® by
) =v —1,At
fin) =—
f;(vla UQ) - L’U1/\’U2A2'
Note that if v+ 6 is a degree 0 element, of dgLieg,, (X, A), then dyot (0 — t,(A% — A')) = 0. Similarly, if v+ 6
is a degree 0 element of dgLie,, (X, A), then dro (0 + t,A') = 0. It then follows from the Poincaré Lemma
that both ff and f{' are quasi-isomorphisms of chain complexes.
It follows immediately from the definitions (Prop. and Prop. B.20) that ffo¢; = io f; and
fiovy =po ff. Simple calculations show that the following equations hold:
(fCo@)a(v1 + 01,02 + 02) := fipa(vi + 01,v2 + 02) + f3(P1(v1 + 01), d1(v2 + 62))
=70 f2(1)1 + 91, (%] + 92),
(f*otp)a(v1 + O1,v2 + 02) := flo(v1 + 01,02 + 02) + f3 (Y1 (v1 + 01), 01 (v2 + 62))
=po f3(v1 + 01,v2 + 02).
Hence the above diagram commutes.
Finally, to show f¢ and f° are indeed L., morphisms, we must check that (B holds for the n = 2

case (or equivalently the equalities given in [I, Def. 34]). Using the identities from Sec. Il and the cocycle
equation for A, we obtain the following equalities:

Lf§(v1 + 01), £5 (02 + 02)] 7" = [v1,02] — Lo, 02 + Loy01 + 1y, 0y (A2 — AY)
+ Lyy Avo W — dTot (Lvll\ngz)

1
f;([[vl + 61,02 4 0], vs + 93) + cyc. perm. = 1 (Lvaﬁvlﬁg — Ly Loy 01 + Cyc. perm.)
3
(Lvl/\v2 d03 + L [v1,v2] /\’U3A + CycC. peri. ) + §Lv1/\v2/\v3w

[f5 (01 + 61), f5(va + 0, v3 + 03)]S°" + cyc. perm. = (tvs Loy 02 = Loy Lo,b1 + cyc. perm.)

+
1
2

+ (Lvl/\v2 dO3 + 2L[y, wo] vy A? + vaAv3£v1A2 + cyc. perm.).

And similarly for f®:

LA7 (o), £ )] = o1, 0] = 410y ) A" = ot (b, 10, A?)
f2“([[v1, va]ls ’Ug) + cyc. perm. = L[vhvz]msfﬁ + cyc. perm.
[f{(v1), f5 (va, v3)]* + cye. perm. = (2t01 va)Avs F Loanws Loy ) A% + cyc. perm..
Using these in conjunction with Lemma [3.2.1] it is easy to verify that f¢ and f® are L., morphisms. O
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A An explicit weak equivalence between L. (X, w) and dgLieq, (X, A)

In this section, we prove Thm. .2.21 Namely, given a pre n-plectic manifold (X,w) and a prequantization
presented by a Cech-Deligne n-cocycle A with respect to a cover U = {U,} of X, we shall construct a weak
equivalence (L oo-quasi-isomorphism)

Loo(X,w) = dgLieg, (X, A).

The proof is a long, but straightforward, calculation which we present below in several steps.

A quasi-isomorphism of chain complexes

Recall that the underlying complex (L, 1) of the Lie n-algebra Lo (X,w) from definition B23]is:

Lo={v+H € Xpgan(X) @ Q" Y(X) | dH = —1,w}
Li=Q" 7 4(X) i>1

with differential . . ., .,
Lp1—Lypo— - — Ly Oi>LO

while the underlying complex (L, 1}) of the dg Lie algebra dgLieq, (X, A) from definition B2l is

Ly={v+0cX(X)®Tot" " U,Q) | LA = dro0}
L= Tot"™ ' U, Q) i>1,

with differential . p ., oo
’ Tot 1 Tot Tot r 0Bdrot I
Ln—l Ln 2 T Ll LO'

We denote by 3
res: Q°(X) — CO(U, Q%)

the restriction map
res(0), = 0lu, € Q°(Uy).

For A=3""  A"~" a Cech-Deligne cocycle, we define for all m > 1:

n

A(m) = (=1)mA", (A.2)

i=0

Proposition A.1. The linear map
fl L= L

defined by

v—res() +1,A(1) Vz=v+0€Lg
file) =
—res(z) Vo € Liso

s a quasi-isomorphism of chain complezes.
Proof. Tt is clear from the definition that f; is a chain map. Since A is a Cech-Deligne cocycle, and since
the interior product ¢, commutes with the Cech differential, it is not hard to see that
n
droptuA(1) = di, A"+ L, A"
i=1
This implies that v + 0 € L} if and only if

Aot (9 — va_l(l)) = res(Lyw).
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Let L be the complex whose underlying graded vector space is

Lo={v+7€X(X)® Tot" (U, Q) | drot7 = res(t,w)}

LZZL; 1> 0,

and whose differential is ; = 11, the same differential as on L. The chain map f; then is equal to the
composition:

LSS,
where
v—res(d) VYe=v+4+0¢€ L
r(z) =
—res(z) Vx € Liso
and

v+ 7+ Al Ve=v+n€eL
o) = 0 (1) v+1 € Lo
X Vo € Lio.

Note that ¢ is a isomorphism of complexes. §
Next, let {p,} be a partition of unity subordinate to the cover U = {U,}. Define a map K: C*(U, Q) —
CHU, ) to be

and let D": C*(U, ) — C*(U, ¥ T) be the “signed” de Rham differential D0 = (—1)*dd. Then there
exists a chain map [4, Prop. 9.5]

7: Tot* (U, Q) — Q°(X)
such that

Jores = idge(x) (A3)
idrote ,0) —resoy = drotH — Hdrot, '

where H: Tot®(U, ) — Tot* (U, Q) is the following chain homotopy: If § = Y71 [ 6™~ € Tot™ (U, Q) with
m—i ¢ G (U, 9 7) then

m—1
H(0) =) (HO)
1=0
where
(H)i= > Ko(-D"K)o(~D"K)o---o(=D"K)§™ 7 € C'U, Q" '7"). (A.4)
J=i i—(i+1)

Hence, the restriction map res is a quasi-isomorphism between the de Rham and Cech-de Rham complexes,
and 7 is its homotopy inverse.
Let 7: L — L to be the chain map

- v—y(7) Vez=v+ielLy
jz) = -
—](.I) YV S L’L'>05

Note that 7 is well-defined on degree 0 elements since dpoy7 = res(t,w). Let H: L — L be the degree 1 map

7 H(f) Yer=v+7€ Ly
H(.I) Vr € f/i>0.
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We now show that H is a chain homotopy i.e.
id; —roj=10H— Hl.

Since ([A.3) holds, it follows from the definition of the maps and differentials that we just need to check Eq.
[Al on degree 0 elements:
v+n—rojlv+m)=0+drtH(7) (A.5)

for all v+ 7j € Lg. Since we have the equality
dror) = res(t,w) € CO(U, QM),
it follows from the definition of H (A that
H (drot77) = 0.

So ([(A3) implies that (AF) is satisfied as well. Therefore r is a quasi-isomorphism, and hence f; is a
quasi-isomorphism. O

The goal of the remainder of the appendix is to show the map f1: L — L' lifts to an L.-quasi-isomorphism
between Lo, (X,w) and dgLieq, (X, A).

Notation
We use the following conventions to help simplify calculations.

e As above, (L,l;) denotes the underlying complex of L.(X,w), and la,...,l,41 denotes the k-ary
brackets of the Lo, structure given in Def. B.2Z3l (L',17) denotes, as above, the underlying complex of
the dgla dgLieq, (X, A), and I = [-, -] denotes its Lie bracket given in Def. 2.1

Elements of arbitrary degree in L (resp. L) will be denoted as x1, xa, ... (resp. Z1,Z2,...) where
xi = +0; (resp. Ty := v; + 0;). (A.6)

It is understood for the vector field v; that we set v; = 0 if |z;| > 0 (resp. |Z;| > 0).

So for example, for any z1,...,7z; € L and any 1, T2 € L’ the following equalities hold:

lo(z1,22) = [v1, V2] + Loy AvyW,
k+1

lk23($17'-'7$k) = _(_1)( 2 )Lvl/\.../\vkw, (A?)
[Z1,Z2] = [v1,v2] + Ly, 02 — Ly, 01
and, also for the map f; in Prop. [AIlwe have:

fi(zy) = vy —res(y) + o(v1)A(1).

e For all m > 2 we define a map

S L™ S L
where .
Sm(Il, cee ,Im) = Z(—l)i%lA»»»Aﬁm---mm@- (A-S)
i=1
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It is clear from our above notation that Sy, (z1,...,Zm) = 0 if two or more arguments have degree > 0.
If all arguments have degree 0, then each 6; is an (n — 1)-form, hence

S (@1, ) € QDX = L.
If 2; € Lyso = Q" 17%(X) and |z;| = 0 for all j # i then

Sm(xla v 7xm) = (_1)ibv1A~~~/\ﬁiA~~~Avm9i € Qn_l_<k+m_1)(X) = Lk-l—m—l-

Hence, the above implies that S, is a graded skew-symmetric map of degree m — 1 and S;,~,, = 0.

e For all m > 1 we define the linear maps
fon: L™ — L/,
where f1: L — L' is the chain map given in Prop. [A1] and

Facmen(@rs .oy wm) = —(=1)"2) (ves oS (@1, ., @) + Loy pnom A(m)) (A.9)
and
fm>n = 0.

Note that the second term on the right-hand side of (A0)) vanishes if any x; has degree > 0. It follows
from (A.g]) that each f,, is graded skew-symmetric with |f,,| = m — 1. Below, we will suppress the
restriction map in the definition.

The above are the structure maps we will use to lift f; to an Loo-morphism.

e Finally, we use the structure maps (A.9) and brackets (A7) to define the following linear maps: For
all m>1

m m m Xm /
where I3 = I7"<% = 0 and

I(Wll)(xla"'azm) = Z X(U)(_l)mfm(ll(xa(l))a'"wra(m))v

oeSh(1,m—1)

1572 (@, ) = — > X 1(2(Te1)s Ta@): - - Ta(m))s
oeSh(2,m—2)

I{Z;f @1enzm) =Y Y XD k(@1 To()): - To(m))-
k=3 ceSh(k,m—k)
(A.10)

Above, as always, x(0) = (—1)%€¢(o), where €(0) is the Koszul sign of the permutation.
We also define for all m > 1 the maps:

Jm: L™ & I,
where J' = 0 and
T2 (2, ) =
> Y xOE) TSl ol [f@r e w0): fi@reins @) -

s+l=m reSh(s,m—s)
T(1)<7(s+1)
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A few technical lemmas
Next we present several small computational results necessary for the proof.

Lemma A.2. For all m > 2 and x1,...,x, € L, we have
m m+1 m m
I(l)zz(xlv'-'vxm) = _(_ Z L’U1/\"'/\5¢/\'--/\Um(llei)' (A12)

Proof. Recalling the definition of I77) (A10Q), we rewrite the summation over unshuffles, and use the definition
of fr>2 (A9) to give us

[ (o) = — (=D )™ S (1) T (0 (0)Sm (i 21, By ). (A13)

i=1

In terms of our notation (A6), the vector field associated to lyx; = I3 (v; + 6;) is zero, hence it follows from
the definition of S, (A8)) that

Sm(ll.fi, Lly--- ,./fi, ceey Im) = —Lvl/\.../\ﬁi/\.../\vm (1191)

Furthermore, the right-hand side above vanishes if any other z; have degree > 0, so any terms contributing
to the sum (AI3]) have e(o(i)) = 1. Hence, the equality [A-12] holds. O

Lemma A.3. If x1,z0 € L, then

1(22)(9617962) = —[1, V2] + Loy AvaW = Ly 0] A(L),

and for allm > 2 and x1,...,x, € L, the following equality holds:

m m _
Ig)>2(xla'--7xm) = _(_1)(2) ((2>Lv1/\ /\vmw'i_z H_k 'U1 'uk AVLA Vi Vg AU, A(m_ 1))
(A.14)

i<k

z+k+
( § : § : § :) JL[Umvk]/\vl'”ﬁi"'ﬁj'"ﬁk"'/\vmej

i<k<j i<j<k j<i<k

Proof. The m = 2 case follows immediately from the definitions.
For m > 2, let us first replace the summation

- > x(o
o€eSh(2,m—2)
in the definition of 17 (AI0) with the equivalent
> (=) e, k). (A.15)
1<i<k<m
It follows from the definition of f,,,—1 (A9) that a summand contributing to 7% (3 is of the form
Fn-1 (@i wi) @1, B B o) = = (D)) (Sa (olws, wa) w1, By B )

i (A.16)
+ L[Ui,Uk]/\’Ul/\”'ﬁi"'6k"'/\’UmA(m — 1)) .

The second term on the right-hand side above vanishes if |z;| > 0 for any ¢, hence taking the summation
(A1) of all such terms gives

> (D) Uy o avi A nu, Alm = 1), (A.17)

1<i<k<m
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Using (A.])), we rewrite the first term on the right-hand side of (A6 as

Sm—1(lo (@i, k), X1y oo Ty ey Ty o e Tyy) = —Lvl,\..@..@k oy b Ao W

i
+ (- >+ 3 - 3 ) D tniron ey

=1 Jj=i+1 J=k+1

(A.18)
Our convention for interior product of multivector fields implies that
— Ly ATy g b Ao W = (—1)i+kLU1A...Avmw.
Since this term will vanish if |z;| > 0 for any 7, the summation (A5]) of all such terms is
m
<2>Lv1/\.../\vmw. (Alg)

Finally, we take the summation (ATH) over ¢ and k of in second term on the right-hand side of (AIS]).
This vanishes if two or more of the z; have degree > 0. Hence €(i, k) = 1, and the summation is

z+k+

i<k<j i<j<k jg<i<k
Combining the above with (AI7) and (A9) completes the proof. O

Lemma A.4. For allm > 3 and x1,...,2, € L, the following equality holds:

I(fg)ZS(g;l, ey T) = (—1)(7"2“) (-nH)™ ((7;) —m+ 1) Loy A Ay, W- (A.20)
Proof. Recalling the definition of It%) (A.I0), we consider terms

fm+1fk(lk($a(l)7 cee 7$a(k))a s )IO'(’ITL))

for 3 <k <m and o € Sh(k,m — k). If kK = m, then it follows directly from the definitions of f; and I

(A7) that

m+1
Filn(@oays s Toimy)) = (DT Dty nonw - (A.21)
For k < m, we have
m—k+2
Jm1— k(e (To(1ys -3 Tok)) -+ > To(m)) = —(-)(" )Sm+1—k(lk($o(1)a s Ta(k))s - Ta(m))
m—k+2
= —(—1)( 2 )(_1)1Lv(,(k+1)/\m/\v(,(m)lk(xa(l)v e ,.’,Ea(k)) (A22)

m—k+2

= (=D D) v
The second-to-last equality above follows from the definition of S,, (A.8)), and the fact that |lx] > 0 for
k > 3; the last equality above follows from the definition of [ and our convention for the interior product of
multi-vector fields.

Combining (A.2])), and (A.22), with definition of I3 gives

I(m)>3(x1, ey T) = Z Z X(U)(_l)k(m—k) (_1)(’6;1)(_1)(m72k+2)LUU(l)/\”'/\’UU(m)w- (A.23)

k=3 ceSh(k,m—k)
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Observe that the sum on the right-hand side above vanishes if, for any ¢, |z;| > 0 (since, by our notation in
(A6), v; = 0.) Hence, non-zero summands above have x(c) = (—1)°. Since w is skew-symmetric, reordering
the vector fields will cancel this sign. The number of unshuffles appearing in the summation is

st ) = ().

therefore, summing over o gives

m m — k+1 m—k+2 m

I(s)zs(xlu ce 7:Em) = Z(_l)k( k)(_l)( 2 )(_1)( 2 ) <k)LU1A"'/\Umw' (A24‘)
k=3

It’s easy to see that

M72k+2)

(=)D () ) )

By substituting the above sign into (A24]) and using the fact that

> (’Z) (~D* =0,

k=0
we obtain the equality (A20). O

Lemma A.5. For allm > 2 and x1,...,x, € L the following equality holds:

m

S C I Z(—l)i_l [f1(xi), frn—1(215- s Ty ooy )] (A.25)

i=1

Proof. Recalling the definition of J™ ([AIIl), we observe that for m = 2, the only unshuffle 7 € Sh(1,1)
satisfying 7(1) < 7(2) is the identity. Hence, J2(z1,z2) = [f1(z1), f1(x2)].

For the m > 2 case, it follows from the definition of the bracket (A7) that the summands on the
right-hand side of (A-T1)) vanish if both s > 1 and ¢ > 1. Hence, we have

szg(xly ceey Im) = Z X(T)(—l)(m72)|mﬂ-(1)| [[fl (I‘r(l))v fmfl(x‘r@)v o 7‘:67'(777,))]]
7€Sh(1,m—1)
T(1)<7(2)
+ Z X(T) (D)™ [fr—1(@r ), - Trim-1))s J1(@r )] -

7€Sh(m—1,1)
T(1)<7(m)

(A.26)

The only unshuffle 7 € Sh(1, m — 1) satisfying 7(1) < 7(2) is the identity. Hence, the first summation on the
right-hand side is

Ist sum = (_1)(m72)‘m1| [[fl(xl)a fmfl(‘IQv R Im)]]
= [fi(z1), fn—1(z2, ..., 2m)] -
The last equality above follows from the fact that the sum vanishes unless |z1| = 0.

For the second summation, note that the summation over unshuffles 7 € Sh(m — 1,1) satisfying 7(1) <
7(m) can be rewritten as

(A.27)

ond sum = Y x(7(i)) (=)™ [fm-1(21, 22, .., Fiy. o 2m), 1 ()] (A.28)

i>2
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Above z; = 2, (), so the sign is

A (i) = (1) ie(r(i)) = (~1)m i (1) Syl

Since m > 3, it follows from the definition of the bracket and structure maps that the ¢th summand does
not contribute to Eq.[A28]if |x;| > 0. So by the antisymmetry of the bracket and the fact that |f1| = 0, we
have

2nd sum = Z Y () fne1 (1, T2y o By )] (A.29)
i>2
Combining the above (A29) with (A27]) verifies that the equalities (AZ28]) hold. O

Lemma A.6. For allm > 3 and x1,...,xym € L the following equality holds:

—(—1)(73)Jm>2( = 2( Z Z Z ) l+J+kL['UZ7'l)k]/\’l)1/\""l)1""l)j""Uk A, 0j

i<k<j i<j<k j<i<k
f(T- z)<>w
i<i g<i ) (A.30)
-2 Z L[vl VAV AT 0 /\va(m - 1)

1<j

- Z(_1)iLv1/\---7u\i---/\Um‘Cva(m — 1)
Proof. Lemma [AH] and the definitions of the bracket [-,-] and f,,_1 imply that

(D)2 2y, @) = S () T (Lo St (@1 Ty @) Loy oy netpenon Al — 1)),

(A.31)

Consider the first term on the right-hand side above. The definition of S, 1 (A8) implies, after rearranging
indices, that

Z(_l)i71£v¢ Sm—l(xla cee 7&;\1’7 ceey xm) = Z(_l)i+j+1 (Evj Lvl/\-nﬁinﬂjn#\vmei
i i<i (A.32)

- Evil’vl/\“'ﬁi---ﬁj~~~/\’Um9j>

The commutator (LO3)
L[Uj,Ul/\"'ﬁi"'ﬁj"'/\vnl] = ij Lvl/\---fu\i---ﬁj---/\vm — Lvl/\...ﬁi...ﬁj.../\vmﬁvj,

and the definition of the Schouten bracket (LOT]) imply that

Z( DLyt nesy e Ao B = ( Z Z Z) 1)+t

i<j k<i<j i<k<j i<j<k

§ : i+j+1
L[Uj,Uk]/\’l)1/\"'i)\i"'ﬁj"'ﬁk"'/\Umei + (_1) J L’lll/\"'ﬁi"'ﬁj"'/\Um‘c'l}jei
i<j
z+ I+k
( E —+2 E ) J L[vi,vk]/\vl/\---ﬁi---ﬁj---ﬁk---Avmoﬂ'

i<j<k j<i<k
i+7+1
+ E (=1)"/ Lvl/\...ﬁi...fl}j.../\vmﬁviej.

J<i

(A.33)
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The last equality above follows from the skew-symmetry of the bracket [v;,vg] = —[vg, v;] and index rela-
beling. A similar calculation performed on the second term on the right-hand side of (A:32)) yields

—Z(—l)i”“EmLle---m»»»ﬁj---Avﬁj — _(_2 Z + Z )(—1)i+j+k
1<J i<k<j i<j<k

. ._E _1)iti+l PSS .
L[vi,vk]/\vl/\»»»vivvvvj»»»vk»»»/\vmej ( 1) Lvl/\»»»vi---vj»»»/\vmﬁ'uiej-

1<j

(A.34)

Hence, combining the above with (A33)) results in the following equality:

Z(_l)iilﬁvismfl(xlv"'afia"'axm):2( Z - Z + Z )(_1)i+j+kL[vi,vk]Am/\---ﬁi---ﬁj»»»ﬁk---/\vmej

i i<k<j i<j<k j<i<k
§ E itJ
+ ( — )(—1) JLvl/\...ﬁi...ﬁj.../\vmﬁvioj.
i<j J<t

(A.35)
Finally, we deal with the second term on the right-hand side of (A.31]). The commutation relation [¢, £]

(CO3) implies that

Z(_l)iilﬁviLv1/\---ﬁ¢---/\1}m[l(m - 1) = Z(_l)iil(L[vi,m/\wﬁi---/\vm]
i i (A.36)

+ Lle---ﬁi---/\vmﬁvi)A(m - 1)

For the first term on the right above, we use the definition of the Schouten bracket:

Z(_]‘)i_lL[’Ui,’l)l/\"'ﬁi"'/\vm]A(m - 1)

= (Z — Z) (—1)i+jL[Ui)Uj]/\vl/\...@...ﬁj.../\Umle(m -1 (A.37)

j<i o i<j
= -2 Z(_l)HjL[vi,vj]/\vlA»»»m»»»ﬁj---mm[l(m - 1)7
i<j

where the last equality follows from skew-symmetry of the Lie bracket of vector fields. Combining this with
the remain term in (AZ36) and with the equality (A35) gives the desired expression for J™>2 and completes
the proof. O

Lemma A.7. For allm > 2 and x1,...,x, € L the following equality holds:

m+1

Ufm(zr,..om) = —(—1)( 2 )(dSm(:zrl, oy )+ (S D)™ by A nv, @ Loy A n,, AlM— 1))
Proof. Recalling the definition of f,, for m > 1, we see that I} f,, = drot frm and

m—+1

drot frn (X1, ooy Tm) = —(—1)( 2 )(dS’m(:vl, cey X)) dTotLvl/\---/\va(m))-

The Cech differential commutes with interior product. Hence,

dTotLvll\---/\'umA(m) - Lvl/\~~~/\vm5le(m) + dL'ul/\~~~/\van =+ Z(_1>mi+idL'U1/\m/\van7i
=1

Since A is a Cech-Deligne n-cocycle, §A" 7 = (=1)7dA" =1 for j = 0,...,n — 1. Therefore:

n—1
L’Ul/\"'/\'Um(SA(m) = Loy A Ao, Z(—l)mJ5An7J
7=0
= (=1t nrvy, Yy (=1 TIAA
i=1
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Hence, the above plus Cartan’s formula (L0.2]):

— m
Evl/\m/\vm - dL'ul/\m/\'um - (_1) L'ul/\---/\vmd

implies that

n
dTOtLvl/\.../\va(m) = dLvl/\...van + Z(—1)(m_1)i£v1/\.../\van_i.
i=1
Since w is the curvature of A, we have

n m n
dLvll\---va :(_1) Lvl/\~-~/\vmw+£v1/\~-~/\va )

and the desired result then follows from the definition of A(m — 1) (A2). O

Proof of Theorem

Here we prove that the maps (A9) fi: L®* — L’ assemble to give an L..-morphism, and hence by Prop.
[Adl an L..-quasi-isomorphism.
We must verify the follow equality holds Vm > 1:

B fm(z1,. . 2m) + Z Z X(@) (=D £ (1 (1) - s To (k) )s o (ki 1)s - -+ s To(m))
j+k=m+1 ceSh(k,m—k)
+ Z Z X(T)(=1)* 1 (=1) =D Zpmr || [fs(@raay, s tr(e)s fi(@r(sgrys s Tr(my)] = 0.
s+t=m reSh(s,m—s)
T(1)<7(s+1)
Hence, in terms of the notation established above, we must show:

(U fm + 10+ 1 + 15 + T ) (21, 20) =0 Ym > 1. (A.38)

For m = 1, by definition I(12) = 1(13) = J! =0, and I(ll)(x) = fi(z). Hence, Eq.[A38 holds, since f; is a
chain map.
For m = 2, we have [ (23) = 0 by definition, and it follows from Lemmas and that

Ihy (1, 2) + Iy (@1, 22) = —[v1,02] = Lo, 1101 + 1, 1102 + Loy Aoy — Loy 0] A1)

By Lemma [A8 J?(x1,72) = [fi(z1), fi(z2)]. Using the definition of f; and the Lie bracket, a simple
calculation involving the Cartan calculus yields

Jz(Il, IQ) = [1)1, ’UQ] — Lvldoz + vadol — dSQ(Il, IQ) + L[vl,vg]le(l) — ‘CUlAUQA(l)7
Combining all of the above with Lemma [A7] gives the following for the left-hand side of Eq. [A.38
(I f2+ Ty + Ity + Iy + J?) (21, 22) = 10, (Ih — d)02 + Lo, (d = 11)01 + 200, s,

If |21] = |z2| = 0, then I3 = 0 and the §; are Hamiltonian, i.e., —ty, dfs = 1y,d0y = —iy, av,w. Hence, Eq.
[A3]is satisfied. If |z;| > 0, then v; = 0 and [16; = df;, and hence the above calculation again shows that
Eq. [A38 holds.

For the m > 3 case, we first observe that Lemma B2.T] combined with Cartan’s formula (L02]) implies
that for any z1,...,x,, € L:

(D)™ Lo nonon Alm = 1) = 3 (1t inountiesyona, Alm — 1)

1<j

+ > (1) by pety v Lo Alm = 1),
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and similarly
(—1)m71 Z(_I)J‘C’Ul/\ﬁj/\vmej - ( Z - Z + Z )(_]‘)i+j+kL[Ui,’Uk]/\U1/\"'ﬁ»f"ﬁj"'i}\k'”/\’umoj
j=1 <k<j i<j<k j<i<k
(= 2 D sty £y (A.39)
i<j o g<i
= (=)™ S (1, Tm) = D (1) by, A, 405
j=1

where the last equality follows from (AS]). Note that the above equations hold regardless of the degree of
the x;’s. Combining the above with Lemmas [A3] and gives the following equality:

(1) + T wm) = (=D ()™ D1 Loy, 0

(A.40)
- m
— (=1)"Loynnv, Alm — 1) + (2 > Lv1A~~~/\umw>-
Using the identity
()& ()" = (—1)m, (A.41)
we combine Eq. [A40 with the result of Lemma [A4] to obtain:
(I3 + I + T™) (@1, ) = —(=1)(3) ((_1)m—1 S (1Y Loynetsnon b
j=1 (A.42)

— (—1)mEU1A...Ava(m — 1) + (m — 1)51)1/\---/\1)7,1“)) .

Now we include the results of Lemmas[A.2] and [AlTl to the above and, again use the identity (A1) to cancel
terms:

(lllfm'i‘l("f) +I(W21) +I(7§) +Jm)($1,,$m) =

m

_(—1)(%) — ibv Ae AT A+ Av i
(1) i:l( 1), i MCLY (A.43)

_ (—1)(7;) (— Z(_l)jbvl/\"'ﬁj"'/\vmdej + val/\.../\UmW) .
j=1

(Note that above we used the last equality in (A.39) to cancel the dS,, term from ] f,,.)

If we have |z)| > 0 for some z;, then vy, = 0 and 110, = dfy. Therefore the right-hand side of the above
equality (A43) vanishes and hence Eq. is satisfied. If all x; are degree 0, then I; = 0 and all 6; are
Hamiltonian. Hence,

m

Z(_l)jbvl/\...ﬁj.../\vmdej =

j=1

NE

(—l)j_lbvl/\...ﬁj.../\Umb(’l}j)w

<.
Il
—

(A.44)

M-

(_1)j_ll”[)]‘/\’ul/\---5j~~~/\vmw

<.
Il
—

= Mlyy Aee-Avy, W

Therefore, the right-hand side of (A43) also vanishes in this case, and hence Eq. [A:3] is satisfied. This
completes the proof of the theorem. O
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