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Introduction
There are three main results in this document.

e The first one, Theorem [2.1] constructs an L..-algebra structure for every Ger-

stenhaber algebra which involves non-vanishing higher brackets.

e The second one, Theorem uses a cochain null-homotopy from the Cheval-
ley-Eilenberg complex C(g) associated to a graded Lie algebra g to any cochain



complex D to induce (transfer) the Lo-algebra structure from g to Q(D) a res-

olution of D.

e The third one, Corollary [5.15] establishes the equivalence between cochain-ho-

motopies to @ and L,-algebra lifts satisfying certain properties.

All the three results are motivated from the study of multi-symplectic structures.
In particular:

e The Gerstenhaber algebra we will have in mind is the Gertenhaber algebra of
multi-vector fields in a smooth manifold. If the manifold is pre-multi-symplectic,
symplect and hamiltonian multi-vector fields are sub-L,-algebras of the L.-al-
gebra given by Theorem

e The construction of Theorem[5.6]is applied to L multi-vector fields in a pre-multi-sym-

plectic manifold and D the complex of differential forms on the manifold. The
trasferred structre defines an L.-algebra on hamiltonian forms that generalizes
the work of Rogers in [15].

o Applying Corollary to that example has a geometric interpretation: the

maps can be understood as comomentum maps for a hamiltonian action.

1 Gerstenhaber Algebras and L.-algebras

In this section we present a brief summary of the conventions we will be using when
talking about graded vector spaces. We put some emphasis on the decalage isomor-
phism since we present an interpretation in terms of category theory of the isomorphism
due to C. Blohmann (private communication).

Later in the Chapter we include the definitions of Gerstenhaber algebras and L.-al-
gebra , necessary to understand the main theorem in this first part of the document.

All the concepts here defined are common in the literature, we refer to the papers
[11] of Lada and Martin or [12] of Lada and Stasheff, as references for L.o-algebras

and graded vector spaces in general.

1.1 Basics on Graded Vector Spaces

We begin by fixing some notations regarding graded vector spaces over a field K of
characteristic zero, most of the times K = R. We will work with Z-graded vector
spaces and we will omit to mention the group, just saying that the objects are graded
vector spaces or objects in grVec.

The total vector space associated to a graded vector space V will be denoted
by V& = @D;cn Vi The opposite procedure of starting with the total vector space
U and splitting into degrees will be done via a grading: a pair (¢, V) where V is a



graded vector space and ¢: U — V® is an isomorphism. The elements u € U such
that ¢(u) € V; are called homogeneous elements of degree deg(u) :=i. We will
use graded vector spaces with an additional grading, that is why it is important to fix
this notation.

A sign rule is a group homomorphism |-|: Z — Zg. Usually we will use the parity
morphism. Many times we will work with expressions of the kind (—1)'”‘. We want to
point out that in this particular case (—1)I"l = (=1)9°8v. A sign convention is a family
of isomorphisms V @ W = W ® V that takes care of the permutation of the elements
with the given sign rule: v ® w = (=1)"!I*ly @ v.

A graded vector space is said to be concentrated in degrees H C Z if V; = {0}
for all ¢ ¢ H. If V is a graded vector space we define the truncation of V in
degrees H C Z to be the graded vector space try (V) which is given degree-wise by
trgy(V); =V, if i € H and try(V); = 0 otherwise. If H = {0,...,:¢} we write tr;(V)
instead of tryg . ;1 (V).

We will denote the reversing degree functor by a set-minus sign: \: grVec — grVec
defined on objects by (\V); := V_; for all graded vector spaces V and all integers i.
The choice of this minus sign and not the usual one is so that there is no ambiguity
when talking about degree reversed morphisms \ f.

Degree shifts will be denoted as follows: V] is called V shifted by ¢ and it is defined
degree-wise by V'[i]; := Vi4; for all j € Z. We can view the degree shift [i] as a functor
from graded vector spaces to itself. The degree shift functor is not compatible
with the tensor representation of S,,. That means that the following diagram is not

commutative:

(V)& —— (V[1]*™)[=n]

If v is an element of a G-graded vector space V', v, will denote the image of v after
9], vig) € Vgl-

As we mentioned previously there exist an isomorphism between R[i] ® V and V3]
for every i € Z and V a graded vector space. This conventions is called shifted to
the left as in [7].

One of the first consequences that the choice of a shifting convention brings is that
V[i][j] and V'[j][¢] are non-trivially isomorphic:

Tr[i] K[5] ®idv

VIl =Kl Vil =KjeKideVv = KieK[jeV =V

That is (vy))() = (1) (vyy))) for every v e V.



1.1.1 Decalage

It is convenient to give a name to an isomorphism that takes care of all the signs
associated with a permutation of the factors:

Definition 1.1 (Decalage Isomorphism) For every integer n and any graded vec-

tor space V. we have the following isomorphism, called decalage:

dec: V[-1]@---@V[-1] — (V@ ---@V)[-1]-"[-1]

VI @ @ Uy (_I)Z?:l (nfi)\vil(vl R ® v")[—l]-?[—l]'

Let us fix a graded vector space V. The free graded algebra generated by V will
be denoted by T'(V), := @, , (V®"), with the multiplication given by the tensor
product. This is called the graded tensor algebra and it has two gradings, the

original in V' and the polynomial one.

Definition 1.2 (Koszul sign) Let V be a graded vector space and let o € S,, be a
permutation. Let v = (v1 @ - Q@uv,) € VO, We define the Koszul sign of ¢ and v to
be e(0) = €(o;v) € {—1,1} where

o (1@ ®vy) = €(0) (Uo(1) @+ ® Vg(n))-

The Koszul sign depends on the sign rule 7 and we should better write e.(o).
As we have fixed 7 we write just €(o). If we take as the isomorphism —7 we get
e_-(0) = (—1)%¢(0) where (—1)? denotes the usual sign of a permutation.

We can view the free graded commutative algebra as symmetrization S(V') of the
tensor algebra. The anti-symmetrization of the tensor algebra is denoted by AV. Asin
the non-graded world, those algebras are degree-wise isomorphic to the co-invariants
of the canonical action of S,, on V®" and of the action given by (—1)%c respectively.
The product on AV is usually denoted by A.

We will understand the decalage isomorphism in the case where all the V; are the
same graded vector space as a natural transformation between two functors. First we
have to define the target category of those two functors. We fix n > 1 an integer. The
category of grRep(S,,) is given by degree-wise linear representations of S,, as objects
and S,-equivariant morphisms in grVec as morphisms.

The following proposition gives an answer to the non-commutativity of [[.I] This

point of view is original of C. Blohmann (private communication):

Proposition 1.3 For every n > 1 integer, the decalage isomorphism is a natural
isomorphism between the functors F,G: grVec — grRep(S,,) where for every graded
vector space V- we have F(V) := (K[—1] @ V)®" with the S,, action induced by T and
G(V) = (K[-1]))®" @ V®" with the induced action by the co-product of the canonical
actions of S, on (K[—1])®™ and V™ respectively.

The proof of this fact is equivalent to the usual statement that the decalage iso-

morphism makes the following diagram commute:



(V[-1))en —2% (vem)[—1] .7 [-1]

o (—=1)70[—n]

(1]

n

(VI-1)En =5 (Vo) [=1] -

If we quotient the left and the right side of the previous diagram by the co-invariants
of the action in each of the cases we get the following result which is the relevant one
when talking about Lie and L.-algebras .

Corollary 1.4 The decalage isomorphism induces an isomorphism also called decalage

for every graded vector space V' and every n > 1 integer:

n

dec: S"(V[=1]) = (A"V)[=1] " [~1].

1.1.2 Morphisms

Morphisms of graded vector spaces can be enriched in graded vector spaces, this will
be denoted by Hom(V, W) for every pair of G-graded vector spaces V and W:

Hom(V,W); = []icq Homvee(Vi—j, Wi).

The elements of Hom(V, W); are called morphisms of degree g from V to W.
Observe that morphisms of degree zero Hom(V, W)y = Hom(V, W) as vector spaces.

The graded endomorphism space of a graded vector space V is defined to be
End(V) := Hom(V, V). It has the structure of a graded associative algebra (non-com-
mutative in general), where the product is given by composition. If A is an associative
algebra and a € Agego we can construct ¢ € End(A)qegq given by left multiplication
by a.

Tt is possible to define a graded commutator on End(A) by setting for every f and
g in End(A), [f,g] := fog— (—1)/l9lgo f. This construction can be done in general
for a graded associative algebra. With this notation, a graded derivation of degree
i € N of A is an element D in End(A); such that [D,a] = D(a) for every a € A.

Let V and W be two G-graded vector spaces. A mo@m f € Hom(Ve®" W)
is symmetric if and only if it descends to a linear map f € Hom(S(V)™, W) and
if it is anti-symmetric whenever it descends to a corresponding f € Hom(A™V, W).
Therefore, we denote then graded vector spaces of symmetric and anti-symmetric maps
between V®" and W by Hom(S™(V), W) and Hom(A™V, W), respectively.

Yet another point to take into account: for every V and W graded vector spaces

and every pair of integers (,7):
Hom(V, W); = Hom(V, W[j]) = Hom(V[—i], W[i]);.

The first isomorphism is trivial, but not the second one which picks the Koszul sign

of Tgr[j r[j]- Combining this fact and the pullback of the decalage isomorphism we get



for every n > 1 and i integers the following isomorphism also called decalage:

Hom(VE", W), 2 Hom((VE")[-1] " [-1], W-n]): "S Hom((V[-1))®", W[-n])..

~—

Proposition 1.5 The pullback of the decalage isomorphism induces for every pair of
graded vector spaces V. and W, every pair of integers (i,7) and every integer n > 1 a
natural isomorphism

dec: Hom(A"V, W), — Hom(S™(V[-1]), W[j])i—j—n

dec(f)(vi[_1] ® @ vp[_y)) = (—1)™ (—1)Zk=1 (=R)lokl £ A A Un) [ j]-

1.2 The Richardson-Nijenhuis bracket and graded operations

The Richardson-Nijenhuis bracket is a bracket on automorphisms of the tensor algebra.
Our approach is to define it making use of some notation coming from the theory of
operads. This will simplify many of the computations in this document.

Very often we have to work with a very specific kind of permutation: the unshuf-
fles.

Definition 1.6 (Unshuffles) Let o € S,, be a permutation and {1 < p; < n}l, be a
collection of integers such that Y {_, p; = n, we say that o is a (p1,...,pq)-unshuffle
if o(i) < o(i+1) forall i ¢ {k;}i_, where kj = 37]_ pi-

The set of (p1,...,pq)-unshuffles is denoted by Sh(pi,...,ps). When ¢ = 2 the

notation most commonly found on the literature is Shi!.

Remark 1.7 As far as we will be working with unshuffles it is important to understand
their behavior. Given o € Sh§, T € Shfikl and T € Shfz_kz, the composition (71, T2) 0
o belongs to Sh(ki,i — ki,ka,j — ko). The reason is simple: the composition of two
increasing functions is increasing. Conversely, given o € Sh(p1,pa, D3, p4) it is possible
to find o € Shg;igi, 71 € ShbL and 12 € ShB? such that o = (11, 72) 0 0 just by taking
the respectively ordered terms in the complementary sets {a(1),...,a(p1 + p2)} and

{a(pl +p2)7 cee 70‘(”)}'

Definition 1.8 (n-ary operations) Let (C,®) be a monoidal category. Let n and m
be two positive integers and Vi, W; objects in C for every i € {1,...,n} and every
je {1,...,m}. A morphism f € Home¢ (V1 ® -+ @ V,, W1 ® --- @ W,,,) s called an

n-ary operation.
There are several ways of composing an n-ary and a p-ary operation.

Definition 1.9 Let (C,®) be a monoidal category. Let n,m and p be positive integers,

"

1< g <nandi,j be positive integers such thatn =i—14+q+j—1. Let V,, V., V!,
Wy and X, be objects in C fora e {1,...,i—1},d € {1,...,q},a” € {1,...,5 =1},



be {1,....m} and c € {1,...,p}. Let f be an n-ary operation and g be a p-ary

operation, where g: X; @ --- @ X, — V[ ®@---@ V]

Ve eViaeVe -0V eV'®- -V, W ® - W,

We define the morphism f o; g by
fOiglV1®-~-®Vi_1®X1®---®XP®V1”®-~-®V]-”_1—>Wl®-.-®Wm
foi9(1)1®"'®vi—1®$1®"~®$p®vi'®'”®11§/_1) =

:f(vl®"'®vifl®g($1®"'®$p)®'011/®"‘®03/_1)
for every homogeneous element v1 @ -+ @ v;_1 ®x1®---®xp®vi’®---®v;-’_1.

In particular when ¢ = 1 = j we have fo; g = fog. When all the objects
involved in the previous definition are the same, we get different compositions of the
same two maps letting ¢ vary from 1 ton — ¢+ 1, if we fix r to be r :=n+p — g,
foig: V& — VO™ given for every v =11 ® - - Q v, € V&

foigl) = f(11®@- @021 ® g(vi ® - QVigp_1) DVigp X+ V).

Definition 1.10 (Insertion) Let (C,®,7) be a symmetric monoidal category. We
define f_g to be the insertion operator of f: V" — VO™ and g: VP — V4 with
q < n by setting for every v € V& P4

fegw) = Y (forg) (o-v).
o€ Shy 1

Observe that the insertion operator depends on the sign rule chosen, 7. Recall that
we have a preferred choice of an isomorphism 7. We write, as we did for the Koszul sign,
fg for the insertion operator associated to 7 and we will call it symmetric insertion
of g into f or just insertion. If we use —7 we will call f = ¢ the anti-symmetric
insertion of g into f.

The following is a well-known result:

Proposition 1.11 Let (C,®,7) be a symmetric monoidal category. Given any two
morphisms f: VO — V and g: VP — V. Then

1. If f and g are both symmetric then so it is f_g.

2. If f and g are both anti-symmetric then so it is f _ g.

Note that the insertion operation is not associative in general,
(Feg)—h 2 fo(gh).

For every pair of graded vector spaces V and W, we can consider maps in Hom(V, W).

We can define the insertion operator also on morphisms of degree n not only for n = 0.



Definition 1.12 (Richardson-Nijenhuis bracket) Let V' be a graded vector space.
Let alsom < n and m < p be three positive integers. Then for every f € Hom(V®" V&™)
and every g € Hom(V®? V®™) we define the Richardson-Nijenhuis bracket [f, glrn €
Hoim(V®"+p*m, V®m)|f‘+‘g| to be:

[f.glrn == fog — (1) l9lgf.

As before, the Richardson-Nijenhuis bracket depends on the isomorphism 7. We
always assume that we are working with our preferred 7 and if we want to use (—7)
we will denote the bracket [—, =]z and call it the anti-symmetric Richardson-Ni-
jenhuis bracket.

When m = p = n =1 the Richardson-Nijenhuis bracket is defined on End(V') and
it is the usual commutator. (End(V), [—, —|rn) is a graded Lie algebra.

With this notation, we are ready to state one of the main tools in proving the
equivalence of the various definitions of L..-algebras .

Proposition 1.13 Let V be a graded vector space, i and j two positive integers. Let
also f € Hom(V®7 V) and g € Hom(V® V). Let n+1 =i+ j, then

(=1)F1G=D dec (f p g) = dec(f)dec(g).

We include the proof to get the reader comfortable with the use of the newly
introduced notation.
Proof. Let w =v1|_1] @ -~ @ v, _y) € (V[-1])®"

(decf01 dec g)(w) = (— )If\j+|g|i( )Ek 1(i—k) \vkl( )Ek i1 (G=R) vkl
(—1)U=D(Zima=Rlesl+gl) £ (4 gL A Avg) Aoy A Aoy,

(=) lHlgln () 2k =Rkl £ (g (g A A vg) A v /\.../\vn)[_l]
(=1)M1itlgln+ (719D qec( f o 9) (o1 ® T RVn[_1))-

Since |f|j + |gln + (|f] + lg])n = | f|(i — 1) we have that

(dec f) o1 (dec g) = (=110 dec(f oy g). Now

dec(f < g)w = (=) WFIDI(F T g)(dec(w) )y

= (=)W N7 (=1)7(f 01 9) (0 - (dec(w))) )

Shi_, 1]

= (=1)»(n=Ufl+lgl) Z(folg)(dec(g.w)[n])

Shi_, 1]
= > dec(forg)(o-w)= > (=)D (dec f oy dec g)(o - w)
Shi_, Shi_,

= (-1 )Ifl(i—l)(decf_decg)w



In particular, the last Proposition tells us that f_g = 0 if and only if the corre-
sponding insertion dec(f) = dec(g) = 0. We remark that if |f| is odd [f, flrny = 2f—f
and if it is even [f, flrny = 0.

Remark 1.14 Graded Lie algebras (Lie algebras inner to graded vector spaces) can
be rephrased in terms of the anti-symmetric insertion operator. A graded Lie algebra
is a pair (A, \) where A is a graded vector space and A € Hom(A A A, A) such that
A A=0.

1.3 Gerstenhaber Algebras

The definition of a Gerstenhaber algebra is the next and last step on this first chapter.
The usual definition of a Gerstenhaber algebra involves shifting by one and minus one
the underlying graded vector space often, we will use the arrow notation of Stasheff in
[12].

Definition 1.15 (Gerstenhaber Algebra) A triple (A,[—,—],-) is called a Ger-
stenhaber algebra if (A[1],[—,—]) s a graded Lie algebra and (A,-) is an associative

symmetric graded algebra satisfying the Leibniz rule, that is, for every a,b and c in A:

T la,d (o) = (1 [La, L b)e+ (—1)*Plb(t [} a, | o]).

The Leibniz rule can be stated by saying that 1 [} a,] —] is a derivation of degree
| Lal.

Corollary 1.16 A triple (A, A\, 1) is a Gerstenhaber algebra if and only if (A,v, p)
where v := dec(\) satisfy the following conditions: (A, ) is an associative symmetric
graded algebra, v is a symmetric morphism of degree —1 such that:

1. [V, V}RN =0.
2. For everya € A, v(a,—) € Der(A)geg(a)—1-

The first condition is called the 3-Jacobi identity and the second one is the Leibniz
rule.
Proof. By Remark A € Hom(A[l] A A[1], A[1]) is such that A = X = 0.
Using the isomorphism we get v € Hom(S>(A),A)_1 and by proposition [1.13]
vev = A C A = 0. Even more, since v is of odd degree [v,v]gx = 2vev = 0. The
fact that we can translate the Leibniz rule in terms of graded derivation was already
mentioned after the definition of a Gerstenhaber algebra . |

A justification for the term 3-Jacobi will be given in the following section. From

now on every time we work with a Gerstenhaber algebra it would be presented by

10



(A, v, 1) in the hypothesis of Corollary instead of (A, A, 1) as a consequence of the
Corollary.

We can set for every n € Z, n > 2 the morphism (-)": A®™ — A defined recur-
sively by (-)2 = (:) and (-)"*! = () o1 (-)™ when n > 2. Since () is associative it
does not matter the order in which the compositions are made. Thus we can write
(V"1 ®---®ap)=ay-...-ap =aj - - a, without any need of specifying parenthesis.
The same goes when we denote it by u.

We want to be able to calculate composition of the different maps that define a
Gerstenhaber algebra structure. We have the following lemma.

Lemma 1.17 (Gerstenhaber Calculus) Let (A, v, 1) be a Gerstenhaber algebra, n >
2, for every a = a1 @ --- @ a, € A®" we denote by a;; = a; ® --- ® a; where
1<e<j<n. Then:

1. The following generalized Leibniz rule holds

n—1

(v o2 u" 1) (a) = ("~ ev(ar, —))azn.

2. Let f,: A —> A be the linear map defined by f,(c) := v(a1 ®az)-v(a, ®c). Then
for every n > 4 the following equality holds:
(~Dlerllesn sl oy (12 01 w)) (a) = (W% o1 (vorv)) (412 ® an g 1)
— (=Dl f) (agn)-

Proof.

1. The proof will be given by induction. The induction hypothesis is given by the
Leibniz rule
viay ® (az-a3)) = v(ay ®ag)-as+ (—1)0ae=lezlg, . p(ay @ ag)
= v(ay ®ag)-as + (—=1)%2l5ly(a; ® ag) - as.

For the induction step we take @ = a1 @ -+ @ apy1 € AP and by = ay,

by = as - a3 and b; = a;41 for every i € {3,...,n}.

viar ® (a2 any1)) = v(b1 @ (ba---by)) =

= Z e(o)(—1)lPemallb2ly (b @ bo(1)+2) b2 bo(2)42 * * bo(n—2)42
ocE€Sh!

n—3
+ V(a1®(a2‘a3)) H 7 R (P |
= Z €(a)v (b1 ® by(1)42) - b2 - bo(2)12 * * * bo(n—2)+2
065hh73

= Z e(o)v(ar @ ag(1)y41)  Ao(2)41 Q4" Ani1
ceSh}

+ Z e(0)v(a1 ® ag(1)+1) " Ao(2)+1 " Ao (n)+1-
o€ Sh!

n—1

11



2. Let go: A — Abe go(c) := (—=1)lella2l=Yy(q, @ ¢) - v(a; @ ay) for every c € A.
Then:

(—p)lenllasn=sl(y o) (42 01 1)) (a) =

(—Dlenllar2l=D (o, (4772 01 1)) (an ® a1,2 @ agn—1)

= (=1 lan|(la1,2|—1) ((Mn—2 o1 (Vo3 1)) (an ® a12 ® agn_1) + (M"_nga) (aa,nq))
("2 o1 (vorv)) (a12® an ®agn1) — (1)1 (u" 2 f,) (agn1)-

Since

(=Dl fo(e) = (=Dl tu(ar © az) - v(an @ o)
(—1){arzlFDlanl+lely (g @ ¢) - v(a; ® ay)
1,2 a
= (_1)(\11 [+1)I "‘ga(C).

1.4 L-algebras

We adopt the notion of an L..-algebra on its graded-symmetric version. For the
relations between the different definitions of L.o-algebras we refer to [6l Appendix A]
for instance. The relation between the symmetric and anti-symmetric definitions are

due to the decalege isomorphism mentioned earlier.

Definition 1.18 (Loo-algebra) An L,-algebra is a graded vector space L concen-
trated in positive degrees together with a collection of symmetric morphisms of degree

—1 {l,: L®™ — L}.en satisfying the generalized Jacobi identity, that is, for every

ne N, n>1:
> Ll =0.
i+j=n+1

We will denote for every n > 1, J(n) := >, ;_, ., ljl;. The relation J(n) =0
will be called n-Jacobi. Often the maps I; are called brackets.

It is possible to define a co-differential on the co-free co-commutative connected
co-algebra generated by L out of I (we will mention this in Proposition . The
Jacobi identity reads in that case as [I,{jgn = 0.

Lo-algebras with [; = 0 unless ¢ = 2 are called Lie[1]-algebras as in [14]. Ordinary
Lie algebras are viewed as Lie[1]-algebras concentrated in degree {1}.

Hence L-algebras generalize graded Lie algebras and thus also conventional Lie
algebras. Again we find the usual Lie algebra if L; = 0 unless ¢ = 1 and where [; = 0
unless i = 2 by applying Corollary

Lso-morphism are morphisms of the corresponding coalgebras. Splitting into a

family of maps we have the following compatibility conditions:
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Definition 1.19 (Lo-algebra morphism) An L., -morphism between two L-al-
gebras (L, {l,}) and (V,{v,}), f: (L, {l,}) — (V,{vn}) is a collection of symmetric
morphisms (of degree 0) f = {fi: L®* — V'} such that for everyn € N, n > 1 and

every v =, ® -+ @ T, in LO"

piz1 1
Z (fj-li)(z) = Z Z a(vqo(fm@"'@qu)) (o).
itj=n+1 P1+.-Pqg=n 0€Sh(p1,.-,Pq)

We recover the usual definition of morphism of Lie algebras if both (L, {l,,}) and

(V,{vn}) are Lie algebras after applying Corollary
Lo-algebras and L.,-morphisms form a category.

Definition 1.20 (Strict Lo,-morphism) An L. -morphism between (L,{l,}) and
(V,{vn}) is said to be strict if the only non-zero map is f1. In that case a morphism

f1 € Hom(L,V) is a strict Lo -morphism when for every positive n € Z
fl o ln = Un © (f1® T ®f1)
Observe that given (L, {l,}) an Lo-algebra , (\(L),~(l1)) is a cochain complex.

Definition 1.21 (L-quasi-isomorphism) An L.,-morphism between (L, {l,}) and
(V,{vn}) is said to be a quasi-isomorphism if it induces an isomorphism at the level of

homology ((L,11) to (V,v1)).

The other cochain complex is the one in [Tl Theorem 2.3]. The translation of that

result to our conventions and notations is given in the following Proposition.

Proposition 1.22 Let (L,{l,}) be an Lo, -algebra concentrated in a finite number of
degrees. Each l,, can be extended on ~(SL) by

ii = ®n_i+1uli: (SnL)k — (Sn_i-"_lL)k,l.
They define linear maps l;: ~ (SL)y — ~(SL)pr1. This construction gives cochain
complex structure on (~(SL), 1 := pyay ;).

That construction is a generalization of the Chevalley-Eilenberg cochain complex
for a Lie algebra. Recall that given a (non-graded) Lie algebra (g, [—, —]), for every z =
1 A~ ANz, € ATg there is a co-differential, called Chevalley-Eilenberg co-differential
which is given by:

deg(z) = > (=)W O g0y w0 ATe@) A Ao (1)
[4S Shi’_2

= Z €(0)2(T(1) @ To(2)) @ To(3) @+ @ To(n) (2)
oEe Shi72

= (@ 'hy)(2) = (x). (3)

For this reason, we will denote d¢g := 1 when there is a single L .-algebra structure

on a graded vector space L.
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2 Higher L .-algebra induced by a Gerstenhaber al-
gebra

Any Gerstenhaber algebra is a Lie algebra is we forget about the associative operation.
But it is possible to use that extra piece of information to create another L.,-algebra
structure on the underlying graded vector space with non-trivial higher brackets.

Later in this section we look at the example of multi-vector fields and review the
Cartan calculus on multi-vector fields using a different convention for the insertion of
a multi-vector field on a differential form than the usual. This is done for a purpose
that will be clear in the next section.

2.1 Theorem about Gerstenhaber algebras

If (A, v, 1) is a Gerstenhaber algebra, (A, v) restricted to positive degrees is an Loo-al-
gebra with vanishing higher brackets. But this structure is only obtained from v
forgetting the extra structure given by p. The main result of this section is the follow-
ing proposition that asserts that it is possible to associate to a Gerstenhaber algebra

an L.,-algebra with non-vanishing higher brackets.

Theorem 2.1 Let (A,v,u) be a Gerstenhaber algebra, then (A,{v,}) restricted to
positive degrees is an Lo,-algebra where vi := 0, vy := v and for every n > 3 v, =
I

n—ll_yl

Proof.
Proof of the degree, linearity and symmetry.

Linearity is satisfied since both v and p are linear. The condition about the degree
of the maps {v,} follows from the fact that v is of degree —1 and p is a morphism.

In order to see that each v, is symmetric we fix n a positive integer and 7 € S,,.
Since 7 decomposes in products of permutations of the type (i,4 + 1) and since the
Koszul signs behaves as follows: €(o1 o0 09;2) = €(01; 02 - ©)e(o2;x), it is enough to
show that v, (i, + 1) - = €((4,4 + 1);2)vpx for every i € {1,...,n — 1}. Given
o€ Sh2_, let vz := e(0)(v, id®" D)o . 2 we want to find o’/ € Sh2_, such that
v (iyi+1)-x = e((i,i+1);2)v7 z. We have different options. If {o(i),o(i+1)} is fully
in {1,2} orin {3,...,n} we take 0’ = o since the fact that both v and p are symmetric
gives the result that vZ(i,7+ 1)x = €((¢,7 + 1); 2)vJx. If not we take 0’ = oo (i,i+ 1)
which is a (2,n — 2)-unshuffle.

Now it is clear that v (i,i + 1) - 2 = e((i,i + 1);x)v . In this way we have
shown that v, (i,i+1) -2 = €(i,i4+ 1; 2)vpx and since composition of permutation gives
multiplication of Koszul signs we have that v, is symmetric.

Proof of the Generalized Jacobi identity:

During this proof, whenever [ = [ ® --- ® [, € L®" and o € S,, we will denote

lo = =1l50) @ ®lyn) so that o -1 = €(o;1)l,. Given a and b two integers such that
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I1<a<b<n, wecall l;4p) = lo@) A Alsw). In order to prove the generalized
Jacobi identity we need to understand what v;_v; means. Let us fix some 4, j > 1 and
let n:=i+j—1. We further fixz =2, ® --- ® x,, € A®",

(jev)(@) = > elona)(v o1 vi) (24,).

o—leSh;_l

For every o1 € S h§-71 and according to the previous equation we have to calculate

Vi (Toy1,0) = (W) (o) = Y. €02 %0, 1.0) (1" 01 ) (Toy (1.0) ) (2))-

o2€ Sh1272

For every o1 € Sh}_, and every oy € Sh}_, we fix

Y77 = (1 o1 ) (Toy(1,0))0(2)) A oy (i41,m)-

We have to calculate

v W) = W () = Y elomy™ ) (W orw) (g ).
o3€ Sh?72

To sum up, we have that

(ev) (@) = Y (W orv)oas)or (" o1 v)00r)) (01 ).
o1€ShL_,
o2€ShI_,
o3€ Sh?_,

We want to split the last sum in the cases 1 = o3(1) and 1 # o03(1) (in that
case 1 = 03(3)). We denote the corresponding sums by (v;—v;)1(z) and (vj—v;)s(x)
respectively.

Case 1 = 03(3).

Letting o1, o2 and o3 such that 1 = o03(3) varying all over the possibilities in
the corresponding unshuffles gives the same that taking o € Sh(2,i —2,2,5 — 3) by
Remark by letting o := (02,0%) o 01 where o§(k) := o3(k) for k € {1,2} and
o4(k) := o3(k + 1) whenever k € {3,...,j — 1}. The resulting term on the sum

without sign is

V(Zo(it1) ® To@it2)) - V(To(1) ® Ta2)) " Ta(3) " To(i) " To(i+3) " To(n)-

If we permute V(24 (i41) ® Ty(iq2)) With V(2,(1) ® To(2)) - To(3) - - To(s) We get a total
sign:
(_1)(22:1 [Zo (k) [= D (1Tg (i41) [+ ]To (i42) [FH1F|To (i 41) [F|To (i 42) D)

So we have that

(jevi)s(@) = Y (W erw)oas)or (W o1 v)00)) (01 -) =
0'165h371

o2€ ShI_,

o3€ Shi_,

o3(1)=3
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3 (—1)Zk=1 [Fo® =1 (Y oy v) - (W2 0y 1) (0 - ).
cESh(2,i—2,2,j—3)

We are going to show that the sum over ¢+ j = n+1 of (v;—1;)3(x) is zero. Given
any o € Sh(2,i —2,2,7 —3), let i/ :== j —1 and j/ := i + 1. There exists a unique
T € Sh(2,i' —2,2,j" — 3) such that o(k) = 7(k + j — 1) for every k € {1,...,i} and
o(k+1i)=71(k) for every k € {1,...,5 —1}. If j # 1 then (¢/,j’) define a member on
the sum J(n) =3, .

On (i,7) and o we get on (v1ovy)3(x) the term

vjev; it j =1 (r1evy)s = 0 since v = 0.

e(o)(=1)Zk=t [Toml=1 (1L oy v) - (W2 0y 1)) (20).
On (¢, 7) and T we get on (v1-vy,)3(x) the term
e(7)(—1)Zh= 7040 7L (=2 0 v) - (w01 1)) (a).

Let « € S, be such that 7 = aoo (a(k+1i) =i for k € {1,...,5 — 1} and
alk) =k+j—1for k € {1,...,i}). « can also be understood as the non-trivial
element in Sy acting on (241 4), To(i+1,n)). Thus, the last equation can be written in

the following way:
E(U)E(a)(fl)lxauﬂ,n)Ifl(fl)(lmau,i)\71)(Ima<i+1,n)|fl) ((uifl o1 ) - (7% oy V)) (z4).
We are going to prove that

e(a)(,l)ha(i-ﬂ,n) \*1(,1)(|l’a(1,i)\*1)(|ﬂ?a(i+1,n)|*1) _ ,(,1)\Ea(1,i)|*1

and hence the terms in o and 7 cancel each other. This comes from the fact that

e(a) = (=1)l#eanllzocr1,ml and hence

E(a)(_l)\wa(iﬂ,n)|—1(_1)(\960(1,1')|—1)(\$a(z‘+1,n)|—1) _ (_1)|$g(1,i) l

We have shown that ZiJrj:nJrl(Vle/i)g x =0 for all x and all n. In order to show
that J(n) = 0 we have to study the other case.

Case 1 = o3(1).

As we said before, the only two chances for o3 (1) are 1 and 3. This is true because
o3 is a (2,7 — 2) unshuffle.

Letting o1, 02 and o3 such that 1 = o3(1) varying all over the possibilities in the
corresponding unshuffles gives the same that taking o € Sh(2,i—2,1,7—2) by Remark
[L.7 by letting o := (02, 0%) 0 01 where o%(k) := o3(k + 1) for k in {1,...,j — 2}. The

resulting term on the sum without sign is

V(U (To1) ® To2) - To@)  To() ® To(it1) * To(i+2) " To(n)-

Applying Lemma [T.17] to the last expression we get two different summands, which

are:

(_1)\wa(z‘+1)|lwa(3,i) \ (_1)\10(1,2) \+1(Mi—lpfma(l‘j+l) ) T (3,0)
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and (_1)|$a(i+1)H16(3,i)|(ui—l 01 (1/ o1 V)) (‘ra(l,Q) &® To(it+1) (4 xa(&i)),
First summand.

Let 04 € Sh}_; and let o’ := (id?, 04,id’ ') oo. Now o’ runs over all the unshuffles
Sh(2,1,i—3,1,j — 2). The resulting term without the sign is

U(To(1) @ Tor(2)) - V(Tor(i41) @ Tor(3)) " Tor(4) *** Tor (i) N Tor (i42) "+ * Lo ()

If we permute v(Zo/(i41) ® Tor(3)) With 2,4y -+~ 2,(;) and we take o” before a,
which is again the non-trivial element in Sy acting on (¥4 (i+1) ® To/(3)), (Tor(4,i))) We
get a sum with total sign:

3 e(0")(~1) = Eerwl = (=2 0y ) - (171 0y 1)) (2gn).
0" €Sh(2,i—3,1,1,j—2)
A justification similar to the one used in last case is also possible here, nevertheless
an easier justification can be found now. Using Remark[L.7]we can write o/ = (72, 73)0
71 where 71 € Sh(i —1,2,j — 2), 7o € Sh?_5 and 73 € Sh} = S». Now the previous
line translates into

Z 6(7/)(_1)2;;;11 \xf/(k)\+1(ui—2 01 ) ((Try (1im1))ms) -

T1€Sh(i—1,2,j—2)
o€ Sh?_,

( Z v(rs- xn(zpi+1>)> W (@ am)-
T3E€S2
Where 7/ := (72,id) o1y, for every 71 € Sh(i—1,2,j—2). Since v is anti-symmetric
Z V(T3 Try(i,i41)) = V(Try(6) @ Try(i41) — V(Tr (5) @ T7 (i41)) = 0.
T3ESs

In this way we have shown that the first summand is zero.
Second summand.

We are going to work now with the second summand. We have

e(o) (=)= llPe ol y(u(2,0) @ To@2) @ To(ir1) * To(@.i) - Tos(itan)-

We take again a the non-trivial element in Sy and we let it act on 2434 ® Zg(i41),
it is clear that €(¢’) = e(0)(—1)l#sG+nlIZo@.0] where o’ is o followed by the action of «

ON Ty (3,4) ® To(i41)- 0 varies all over Sh(2,1,i — 2, j — 2). We have then

S @ a o) (o o).

o' ESh(2,i—2,1,j—2)

Again by Remark we can express ¢’ as the composition (71,72) o 73 where

71 € Sh2. In particular the previous line is equal to
Y ellid, ) om) (Vv (Try(1) ® Try(2) @ Try(s))) - 1" (T(ia myom )

T3€Sh3 _,
T EShI S
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And hence that vanishes since 3-Jacobi holds.
In this way we have shown that >, ,_, . (vje;)32 = 0 for all z and all n. This
completes the proof of J(n) = 0 for all n and hence the proof of Theorem [ |

2.2 Up to the coalgebra level

We can view L,-algebras as coderivations on the associated calgebras as we did in
Proposition [T.22] In this section we compare the associated coderivation to the Lo-al-
gebra with higher brackets coming from a Gertenhaber algebra from Theorem and
the one coming from the Lie algebra structure given my forgetting the multiplicative
structure .

More precisely, given (L, v, u) a Gertenhaber algebra, we can consider the coderiva-
tion associated to v. (\(SL),? = 1/3) is a cochain complex where

() = (@ 0)s (L) © \(SD) — (@™ 'L) 1y © (SL)s1-

On the other hand, applying Proposition to (L,{vn}) gives a very similar

codifferential:

n ) ) " ) ) n -2
Zun—ﬂ-l ° (@"_Z'HLV ) — Z(Mn—z+1p(uz—lpl/>) — Z (7; 2)( n—1 V)
=1 =1 =1

- i n—2 _ 2n721/ _ 2n72‘un72 o (1})

In the case of the L..,-algebra coming from a Gerstenhaber algebra we will not use
the notation dcg for the codifferential, but we will specify v, or ¥ depending if we are
only using the Lie bracket or all the other ones.

2.3 Example: Multivector fields

The working example of a Gerstenhaber algebra in this document will be the Gerten-
haber algebra of multi-vector fields on a smooth manifold M with the Schouten bracket.
We review its definition in this section.

Multi-vector fields of degree n are sections of the nth exterior power of the tangent
bundle of M.

X" (M) = D(M,A"TM) 2 (Afew (1) X) (M) 22 Ao () X(M).

Usually X'(M) will be denoted just by X(M). The graded vector space given
degree-wise by X" (M) is denoted by X*(M).

Definition 2.2 (Algebra of multi-vector fields) X(M) is the vector space of vec-
tor fields on M. (X*(M), N) is a graded commutative algebra (with respect to point-wise

exterior multiplication) which is called the algebra of multi-vector fields on M.
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The product on the algebra will be often denoted just by zy instead of zAy. The Lie
bracket between vector fields (X(M)[1], [—, —]) extend to a unique Lie algebra structure
on (X(M)[1])® that after the decalage isomorphism makes the triple (X*(M),v,A) a
Gerstenhaber algebra. This bracket is called the Schouten bracket:

Definition 2.3 (Schouten bracket) Given a smooth manifold M, the Schouten bracket
on multi-vector fields is the unique bracket [—, —] € End(X[1])*(M) such that the triple
(X*(M),v = dec([—, —]), A) is a Gerstenhaber algebra . It is given on homogeneous el-
ements x = (x1---xy) € (X[1])"(M) andy = (y1 - ym) in (X[1])™ (M) by the explicit

formula:

[xv y] = Z G(U)E(T)[xa(l)a yT(l)]xa(Q) o xa(n)y7(2) o ya(m)
ceShE_,
TESh?

‘m—2

= Z (—1)i+j [Tiy yjlo1 - TiaTier - Tayr Y- 1Yl Yme
1<ign
1<j<n
Multi-vector fields are equipped with a Gerstenhaber algebra structure given by
(X*(M), A, [—,—])- Theorem can be applied to this Gerstenhaber algebra.

2.3.1 Multi-vector calculus

There are natural extensions to multi-vector fields of both the concept of contraction
on differential forms and the Lie derivative along a vector field. We need to observe
first that the algebra of multi-vector fields is similar to the algebra of differential forms.
Differential forms of degree n are sections of the nth exterior power of the co-tangent
bundle of M and they are denoted by Q™(M).

Definition 2.4 (Algebra of differential forms) (Q°*(M),A) is a graded commuta-
tive algebra with the grading given by the degree of the form.

The differential d: Q°*(M) — Q°*T1(M) is going to be understood as an element
of End(Q°*(M));. Thus, (2°(M),d) is in fact a cochain complex since d - d = 0. Here
we are using (-) to denote the product on End(Q2*(M)).

We recall that the complex (Q2* (M), d) is called the de Rham complex. The co-cycles
are called closed forms and the co-boundaries, exact forms.

We need to introduce the concept of the total Koszul sign on the graded tensor

algebra of a graded algebra.

Definition 2.5 (Total Koszul sign) Let A be a commutative algebra. For every pos-
itive integer n and every a := a1 ® -+ @ a, € T, (A) we define the total Koszul sign of
a as the integer €(a) € {—1,1} such that:

Q- Qa, =¢€la)a, ® - Qaj.

19



The total Koszul sign is given by the explicit formula e(a) = (—1)2i=1 2= laillag],
In the particular case where |a;| = 1 for every ¢ € {1,...,n} the total Koszul sign is
simply €(a) = (—1)%

The reason why we have introduced the total Koszul sign is that we are not going

to use the definition of the contraction operation mostly found on the literature.

Definition 2.6 (Contraction operator) Every x = x1---x, € X"(M) defines an
endomorphism 1y € End(Q*(M))_y, which is given for every o € Q*(M) by:

by ey O 1= QT o ooy X1, —).

The contraction operator in multi-vector fields is a generalization to the usual
contraction operator of vector fields which is defined to be 1, @ = ax,—). It is
extended to multi-vector fields by setting tg,...q, = tg, - - Lg,. Usually the contraction
operator is defined to be iy,...., @ := a(x1,..., 2Ty, —) as in [9], that convention follows
the spirit iy, .0, = lg,, -~ Ly -

Our convention makes ¢ into a morphism of graded commutative algebras from
~(X*(M)) to End(Q*(M)). Clearly, the relation between the two definitions is the
total Koszul sign, for x € X" (M) we have:

= ()T
We have decided to take the convention adopted in Definition[2.6]because in this way
the contraction operator is a cochain map between multi-vector fields and differential
forms as we will see in the following section.
We continue the generalization of the operations involving vector fields to multi-vec-
tor fields. Now we extend the notion of the Lie derivative to multi-vector fields just by
requiring the Cartan’s formula to hold.

Definition 2.7 (Lie derivative) We define the Lie derivative along a multi-vector
field x € X" (M) to be:

L, = [d, Lz]RN = [d, Lz} S M(Q.(M))lfn

We warn the reader again about our convention in the definition of the contraction
operation which differs from the usual one by the total Koszul sign. This difference
remains in the definition of the Lie derivative. The usual notion of Lie derivative
L, = [d, i,] is related to ours by the total Koszul sign

-~ n(n—1) n(n—1)

Lo =[d i) = (~1)* [, 1a] = (1) 5 L,

2.3.2 Cartan Calculus

We have defined several endomorphisms of Q*(M): the contraction operator, the Lie

derivative and the usual de Rahm differential. The study of the commutativity of
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those operations is usually called Cartan calculus. In the following Proposition, we
compute explicitly the relations between those operators with our new convention for
the insertion of multi-vector fields. The result for the usual convention is common in

the literature (see [9, Proposition A.3] for instance).

Proposition 2.8 (Cartan calculus) Let z and y be two multi-vector fields. Then
1. [tg,ty] = 0.
2. 1d,L;]=0.
3 [Lasty] = toa)-
o Loy Ly) = (1)L, .
5. Logy = Loty + (—1)*l,L,.
Proof.
1. From the definition of the contraction operation
laly = Loy = (_1)IwHy|Lym - (_1)Imlly\by%.
Now it is clear that [1y,ty] = taty — (—1)1FW,0, = 140y — 141, = 0.
2. [d, L] = [d, [d, 2] = [d, dy — (=1)1*lepd] = —(=1)*lde,d — (—1)1*1" ded = 0.

3. This result when || =1 = |y| reads as follows:

[[,g;, Zy] = [£$7 Ly] = Lu(z,y) = Z[Iay] = Z[ff’y]

That result is well known for vector fields (see [4, section 18.3] for instance), and
we only need to show it by induction on n = |z| and m = |y|. First we assume
that the result holds for n and m and we want to show it for m + 1. We will later
deal with the step from n to n = 1.

We decompose y = y1y2 where yo € X(M) and y; € X™(M). Applying the
Leibniz rule we get

(n—1)m

v(z, 1y2) = vz, y1)y2 + (=1) niv(z,y2).

Now we see that:

= ly(z,yr)lye + (71)(n—1)m

= [‘Cw:LZh]Lyz =+ (_1)(n—1)mby1 [LWLW]
= Laty — (—1+ 1)(_1)(n_1)mLy2£$Ly1 - (_1)("—1)("L+1)Ly£w
= [Lasty]

bu(z,y) byrbu(,y2)
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To show the result for n 4+ 1 we use the fact that the bracket on End(2*(M)) is
a Lie bracket. Let = x125 where 25 € X(M) and z1 € X" (M).

[Larty] = [ld;ta),y] = (=1)™"" 1y, [d, 1] =
= (=)™ ((=1)™[d, [ta) ty]] + (=1)" [ta, [ty d]])
= (=1)"[ta: Ly] = (1)L, 1]
= (D™ Vi) =ty

4. Using the previous results and the Jacobi identity:

[ﬁzaﬁy] = ['sz [d Ly” =

(—1)Uzl=Dlyl+1 ((71)|m|*1[d7 [ty Lol + (=) [e,, [ﬁmd]D
= (=1)lklli+lvi+=lig [, o Lol = (D)1 (L, 0]

(=) d, 1] = (DL

5. A straight forward calculation shows that:

Loy = digy — (—1)”+mLIyd
= digty — (=1)" iy d 4+ (—1)"tpdry — (—1)"1pduy,
= [d, i)ty + (—1)"ts[d, ty] = Loty + (—1)"eu Ly

|

It is possible to extend the definition of the contraction operation and the Lie

derivative to T'(X*(M)) by regarding 1 -+ -z, € X1 (M)®---®@ X7 (M) as an element
in X2i=17i(M).

We know that Lo, @m, = Loyte, + (—1)*tl, £,,. We would like to know what

happens about L, ...;, for a general n. The next result answer this question and is a

generalization to multi-vector fields of [8, Lemma 3.2.1].

Proposition 2.9 Let x = x1---x, be a tensor product of n multi-vector fields. Then

Acac - Lun(ml,.“,xn) = (_1)|$‘ Z 6(0>(_1)‘$a(n)|Lw0(1,n—l)£IU(n)'
ceShT !

We recall that the notation x,(1,_1) means T,(1) " To(n_1)-
Proof. The proof will be given by induction on n. For n = 1 we have that v; = 0 and
the statement of the proposition is just £, = L.

For the induction step we use Proposition the numbers above the equalities in

the following lines refer to the different statements in Proposition [2.8] We assume the
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statement is true for n and we are going to show it for (n + 1):

(5) —|zn
£$ = ‘Crlm,®In+1 = £$l,w, " + (71)|x‘ o Jr1|L11,n‘cfn-¢-1
— || =|zni1] [%6 ()l
- [/V7L(w17~~~,aj'r),)[/x’rl+1 + (_1) * 6(0)(_1) 2 Lxg(l’n,1)£$0<n) Ll‘n+1
o’GShiL71

by, 2,

@) _1)lzl=lznsal _1\wl=lengal
- [’VvL(ZE17~~~,$n)Ll’n+1 + ( 1) " LiCl,nﬁl‘n+1 +( 1) "

To T, —1)|xn
> o)D) sy (i + (Dl )
c€ShY!

_ _1)l=l —_1\®ont1)]
- Ll/n+1(:E1,...,atn+1)L$n+1 +( ]') 6(0)( ]') 4y an(l,n) ﬁma(n#’l)'
o€ShY

3 Multi-symplectic geometry

We review the basic definitions on multi-symplectic geometry and concentrate on what
happens at the level of multi-symplectic and hamiltonian multi-vector fields

In the second subsection we conclude from one side that multi-symplectic multi-
vector fields and hamiltonian multi-vector fields are L..-subalgebras of the L..-algebra
of multi-vector fields with non-trivial higher brackets from Theorem On the other
side, we interpret the contraction of multi-symplectic multi-vector fields against the
pre-multisymplectic form as a cochain map, justifying the choice of convention for the
insertion of multi-vector fields.

3.1 Basic definitions on multi-symplectic geometry

Here we include the basic definitions on multi-symplectic geometry, present for example
in the work of Rogers [I5]: what a multi-symplectic manifold is, what a multi-sym-
plectic or hamiltonian multi-vector field is and what a hamiltonian form is. All those

concepts are generalizations of the corresponding ones in symplectic geometry.

Definition 3.1 (Pre-multi-symplectic manifold) A differential form w of degree
(n+1) on a manifold M is said to be pre-n-symplectic if it is closed. The pair (M, w)

is called a pre-n-symplectic manifold.

We recover a pre-symplectic manifold if n = 1. The step from pre-multi-symplectic
to multi-symplectic structures is like the one from pre-symplectic to multi-symplectic
manifolds.

Definition 3.2 (Multi-symplectic manifold) A form w € Q" (M) is called non-
degenerate if W 1 X(M) — Q™"(M) given by w(z) := 1w is injective. A form w in
QLM is called n-symplectic if it is both closed and non-degenerate. The pair (M,w)

is then called an n-symplectic manifold.
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Given (M,w) a n-symplectic manifold, & might be extended to
O X™(M) — QT (M)

by the same formula (&(z) := tyw) for every m € {1,...,n+ 1}.

It is possible to extend the definition of symplectic and hamiltonian vector fields
to the multi-symplectic case. This step is crucial in our approach to the problem of
studying the generalization of momentum maps to the multi-symplectic world. In [6]
the study of purely hamiltonian vector fields is used to extend the concept of momen-
tum maps. In the following chapters we will use hamiltonian and multi-symplectic

multi-vector fields to get to a variety of definitions of momentum maps.

Definition 3.3 (Multi-symplectic multi-vector field) Let (M,w) be a pre- n-sym-
plectic manifold. A multi-vector field x € X*(M) is called n-symplectic if Low = 0.

Since w is closed L, w = di,w, and hence n-symplectic multi-vector fields are pre-
cisely those for which w(z) is closed. Non-trivial n-symplectic multi-vector fields only
exist in degrees {1,...,n 4+ 1}. Il-symplectic vector fields are the symplectic vector
fields.

The set of n-symplectic m-vector fields is a vector sub-space of X™(M) and it is
denoted by %g;m(M ). The graded vector space of multi-symplectic multi-vector fields
is denoted by X3, (M).

Definition 3.4 (Hamiltonian multi-vector fields) A4 multi-vector field z in X™ (M),
on a gwen a pre-n-symplectic manifold (M,w), is called hamiltonian when there exists

a € Q""™(M) such that 1w = da.

Hamiltonian multi-vector fields are precisely those such that w(x) is exact. Hence
hamiltonian multi-vector fields are in particular multi-symplectic. Non-trivial hamilto-
nian multi-vector fields only exist in degrees {1,...,n} on a pre-n-symplectic manifold.
Hamiltonian vector fields in a 1-symplectic manifold correspond to hamiltonian vector
fields in symplectic geometry.

The set of hamiltonian m-vector fields is a vector sub-space of X™ (M) and it is
denoted by X7 (M). The graded vector space of hamiltonian multi-vector fields is
denoted by Xp, (M).

The 4th statement in Proposition tells us that X$,, (M) is closed under v, and
hence it is a Lie sub-algebra of (X*(M),v).

Definition 3.5 (Hamiltonian forms and pairs) Let (M,w) be a pre-n-symplectic
mamnifold. A differential form o on M is called hamiltonian if there exists a hamiltonian

multi-vector field such that vyw = da. The pair (x,a) is called a hamiltonian pair.

Hamiltonian forms form a sub-cochain complex of the de Rham complex on M
denoted by Qpam(M). This is true because closed forms (in particular exact ones)
are trivially hamiltonian. Observe that non-closed hamiltonian forms only exists in
degrees {0,...,n —1}: if a € Q2" (M) then do = t,w € Q12"+ (M) which means

that = € X' "SO(M) = 0 so that tow =0 = d o

ham
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3.2 Contraction against the pre-multisymplectic form is a cochain

map

The vector space of hamiltonian pairs of m-vector fields and (n — m)-forms is denoted
by Z%m(M ). The graded vector space of hamiltonian pairs is then %‘(M ). Again, the
non-trivial part of this graded vector space is in degrees {1,...,n}.

The pairing @: X™(M) — Q*F1=" (M) is linear, but it does not define a morphism
of L,-algebras or of co-chain complexes by degree reasons. We fix that by viewing
Q=m0 = Qn + 1](M) _p = ~(Qn + 1](M)) -

We are going to use the notation \[n+ 1]Q(M) to refer to the graded vector space
given by ~\ (Q[n + 1](M)) without the brackets, to make the reading lighter. For a
general graded vector space V' we denote by \[n]V the graded vector space given by
~(Vn]).

Proposition [2.9] applied to a multi-symplectic form gives interesting conditions.

Proposition 3.6 Let (M,w) be a pre-m-symplectic manifold. Let x = x1---x, be a

exterior power of n multi-vector fields. Then

dioW = Ly, (z1,....0n)W = (_1)|x| Z e(o)(—1)|m"<1>|an(2,n>d/,%(l)w.
065h?71

Moreover, if x; is multi-symplectic for each i € {1,...,n} then
dLzw — Ly, (ar,...;0)W = 0.

Proof. We only need to observe that if w is closed £ w = diyw for every y multi-vector

field and diyw = 0 for every y multi-symplectic multi-vector field. |

This result has several important consequences. First, the bracket v of two multi-sym-
plectic multi-vector fields is not only multi-symplectic, but hamiltonian. It follows that
X3 (M)is closed under v and then it defines a Lie algebra. This extends to an arbi-
trary number of multi-symplectic multi-vector fields, its bracket is hamiltonian.

Proposition might be applied both to the Lie sub-algebras of multi-symplectic
and hamiltonian multi-vector fields giving the following cochain complexes.

Proposition 3.7 Let (M,w) be a pre-multi-symplectic manifold. Then the following

sequences define cochain complexes.
. (1) o
e (tham(M))*(m) — (tham(M))*(m+1) —

s (SX S (M) () 2 (8K, (M) (1) = -+

sym sym

(M)) 25 gD (xs

ham

NS e S

ham

(M)) = -+ and

s ST (M) S gD (e (M) -

sym sym
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It is clear that (\(SX7},,,(M)),%2) is a cochain sub-complex of (\(SX,,,,(M)), V2).

We recall that (v3),, := @™ 1 v and so v, = u" " Lo(Vp),. It is clear that @ = Gopu®
because tygy = tzty. This implies that W(vs(x)) = W(vy,(z)) for all z € S™(X*(M)).

One of the main results of this section, which will be very important in the future

development of the theory, is the following:
Proposition 3.8 Let (M,w) be a pre-m-symplectic manifold. Then

w: (N[m+ 1](Sx3,

ham

(M)),va) — (Q*(M),d) and

G (Nm 4+ 1)(SXS,, (M), vs) — (Q°(M), d)

sym
are cochain maps. In fact, since there only exists positive (NU {0}) degree forms and
there not exist multi-vector fields of degree less than 0, we can restict the cochain maps
to:

W: ey (N[m 4+ 1](SXS,,,. (M), V2) — tr,,, (Q° (M), d) and

Dt (N [m + 1](SXS, (M), ) — t1,,(Q°(M), d).

Proof. The map w is linear. We fix x € (S™(X3,,,(M)))m+1-r C \[m+1](SX*(M))s.

Now &(z) € QmFi=(m+1=k)(Af) = QFM, so that the map & has the appropriate
degree. We conclude the first statement by Proposition [3.6

WU (1) = 1y, ()W = dipw = dw(z).

This proves both that @ is a cochain map and that @(z) is a hamiltonian form. [ |

This result gives a justification of some of the conventions that we have been adopt-
ing along the chapters. First, it emphasizes the fact that we selected the correct sign
for V5. Second, we get a justification of why we defined the contraction operation the
way we did. i, (z) = (—1)1#ldi, does not give a cochain map.

We have already seen that multi-symplectic and hamiltonian multi-vector fields
form a Lie sub-algebra of the Lie algebra of multi-vector fields furnished with the
Schouten bracket. We are not able to apply Theorem to neither multi-symplectic
nor hamiltonian multi-vector fields since we have not checked that any of those Lie
sub-algebras are closed under the product, and thus they do not need to define a Ger-
stenhaber algebra. Nevertheless, both multi-symplectic and hamiltonian multi-vector

fields are L.-sub-algebras of the L,-algebra of multi-vector fields.

Proposition 3.9 Let (M,w) be a pre-multi-symplectic manifold. Then X3,,,(M) and
X3 .(M)are closed under v, for all n > 1 and hence they define Loo-sub-algebras of

the Lo -algebra of multi-vector fields on M.

Proof. From Proposition we know that ¢, ;)w = diyw for all x which are exterior
power of multi-symplectic multi-vector fields. This shows that v(z) is a hamiltonian
multi-vector field. In particular v(z) is multi-symplectic. If the multi-vector fields were

hamiltonian, then they are multi-symplectic and hence v(z) is hamiltonian. ]
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4 L,,-algebras on Hamiltonian Forms

In symplectic geometry there is a Lie bracket, the Poisson bracket defined on hamilto-
nian forms (only hamiltonian functions exist). If (M, w) is a pre-symplectic manifold,
the bracket is given by {f, g} = iz;2,w = —ta2;2,w Where (xy, f) and (24, g) are hamil-
tonian pairs. Due to the fact that w is anti-symmetric, the bracket is anti-symmetric
as well.

If (M,w) is now a pre-m-symplectic manifold, w is (graded-) symmetric making
{a, B} = —tzpzsw o0 \[M]Qpam (M) symmetric (where (24, ) and (x4, 3) are hamil-
tonian pairs). Even more, {—, —} respect the hamiltonian character, since d{«a, §} =
~dlgpzyW = L_y(zazs)W, 50 that (—v(za,2s), {a, B}) is a hamiltonian pair. This struc-
ture, by contrast, does not satisfy the 3-Jacobi identity. That is, given (x;, ;) hamil-

tonian pairs for ¢ € {1,2,3}:

Z (o) {{as), @o2)} ao3)} Z €(0) = Lot 1y 2o (220 3y @

oESh? oEShE

LZGeShf (O (To(1)To(2))ToW T lus(zizoms)W = digyzymsW-

This topic has already been discussed by Rogers in [I5]. Rogers developed an
Loo-algebra on forms that only considers hamiltonian forms on top degree (bottom
degree in our convention of \[m]Q(M)).

In this section, we extend the L,-algebra of Rogers to include lower degree hamil-
tonian forms (those associated with higher hamiltonian multi-vector fields). In the first
subsection we study the naive analogue to Rogers’ result, where we restrict all forms
to be hamiltonian and extend all brackets to be defined everywhere. That naive family
of brackets does not define an Lq-algebra structure on \[m]Qpam (M).

On the following subsection we do produce a higher analogue including hamiltonian
forms of all degrees. Later we relate that L..-algebra to the one of hamiltonian multi-

vector fields.

4.1 Naive family of brackets

This subsection tries to justify why the naive L..-algebra structure on hamiltonian
forms does not work and why Rogers’ L..-algebra is the closest one to this naive
structure. In the next section we give an alternative construction on an L..-algebra
that on one hand includes hamiltonian forms of all degrees, but on the other hand is
much bigger and less intuitive.

The naive structure to be considered has as graded vector space \[m]Quam(M)
and as maps lp>2(0q @ -+ Q@ ay) 1= —{Q1,...,Qn}tn = lg,...z,w Where (x;, ;) are
hamiltonian pairs for all i € {1,...,n}. As a first remark, observe that the definition
of [,, is independent on the hamiltonian multi-vector field chosen. If ¢, w = ¢y, w = do,
then

by-z,W = oy ez g b, W = by ey by, W = Ly 1y W
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If we take l1o; = 1y, w = day we will get the usual de Rham differential. This is not
a good idea as we will see in the upcoming paragraphs. As we want the pair (vy,1,) to
define a hamiltonian pair we can take [y := —d since dolja; = —doda; =0 = (pw =
tyyzqw. That is why [,,-l; = 0, which is clear for n = 1 and for a larger n as we have
said (0,da) is a hamiltonian pair and because [,, does not depend on the hamiltonian
multi-vector field chosen for o we can take = = 0.

It is also clear that the maps [,, are morphisms of degree —1. The degree of the forms
in \[m]Qnam (M) is given by the degree of the associated hamiltonian multi-vector field.
Since the associated hamiltonian multi-vector field to ¢y, ..., w is vy (21, ..., 2,) and v,
is of degree —1 we conclude that [,, is also of degree —1 for all n > 1.

Despite that all, (\[m]Qnam (M), {l }nen) fails to be an Lo-algebra. Let (z;, ;)
be a hamiltonian pair for all ¢ > 1. J(1) = d o d = 0 trivially holds. We now observe

that given n > 3 we have that [,,_1-ly + 11, = 0. This is because

(ln—l'—l2)(a1 QR an) = Z €<U)ln—1(l2(xo’(l) Y xa(Z)) oY A5 (3) Q- ao’(n))
oEShi72
= Z €(O) (@ 1) 20 2)Ta) T &
chShg,’_2

LZGEShi_2 (O (ZTo(1)To(2))To(3) Lo (n) W

- LVn(wlwnxa:n)w = del"‘xnw

= —(lloln)(a1®.®an):—(l1\_ln)(al®.®an).
We find a problem when looking at 2-Jacobi:
J(2) (a1 ® az) = (licla) (1 ® az) + (lacl) (0 ® a2) = —dig o)W = —Ly(g,2,)W-

This is in general non-zero, unless the last expression vanishes by degree reasons. l;-{;
lowers the degree by 2. |o1 ®aq| > 2, but if that degree is precisely 2, |(I;—{;) (a1 ®a2)| =
0, and then (;-l;)(a1 ® az) € (N[Mm|Qnam(M))o = {0}. That happens when both «a;
and ay are (m — 1) hamiltonian forms, that is, when the corresponding multi-vector
fields are ordinary hamiltonian vector fields.

In order to fix this we re-define Iy to be:

(0 ® o) — lpympw  if o] = |ag] =1
0 else.

In this way 2-Jacobi holds.

In fact, if we keep on letting n grow, at each step, for every n > 2; J(n) does not
vanish unless I; = 0 outside (N [m]Qpam(M))1)®" for all i € {2,...,n}. That makes
us redefine [; in this way. We are going to prove that assertion by induction. The
inductive step has already being computed (n = 2). We assume that the statement is
true for n(> 2) and we are going to show it for n + 1(> 3).
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Jn+1)= > Lili=lpach+ll+ | Y Lol | +helg.

i+j=n+2 i+j=n+2
3<isn

We have previously remarked that [,,11-l; = 0. For every 3 < i < n we have that
[lilar ® ...® a;)| = ¢ —1 > 2. Since the statement holds for n we get that [; = 0
outside ((\[m]Qam(M))1)®’ for all j € {2,...,n} so that Zf’fjig_ﬂ ljl; = 0.

The only two summands remaining are l,,.ly + 30, 1. If all the inputs are in
(\[m]ham (M)); that sum vanishes as we have seen before. Outside (N [m]Qpam (M))1) &

we have that [l = 0, but

(llpanrl)(al Q@ an+1) = _dL:E1"'90n+1w = b (zr,emagn) W

This does not vanish in general, that is why we fix it by setting:

oy anw  if Jag| =1 for every 1 <i<n+1

ln+1(a1 ®--Q an+1) -
0 else.

As a consequence of this discussion we have the following result:

Proposition 4.1 Let (M,w) be a pre-m-symplectic manifold. (N[m]Qpam (M), {l,})
is an Lo -algebra where I = —d and for every n > 2
by, Of || =1 for every 1 <i<n

ln(a1®"'®an) =
0 else.

The proof has been given in the previous paragraphs.

Remark 4.2 1. Since the only non-zero bracket defined on (\[m]Qpem(M))n>2 is
ly = —d, we do not need the input forms to be hamiltonian in order to have a
well defined output, and hence we can extend the underlying graded vector space
L of the Lo -algebra given on Proposition [{.1] to be:

QM) ifn=1

L,=qQm" (M) ifne{2,...,m}
{0} else.

This Lo-algebra is the one given by Rogers in [15] and the one used to define a
homotopy momentum map in [6]. Actually, the Loo-algebra in [T3] differs from
this one in a sign: while 1y is —d, the higher brackets (n > 2) are defined to
be —tyy...x,w. This occurs because of a different convention in defining what a
hamiltonian pair is. This Ly -algebra will be useful at defining what a momentum
map is from a Lie algebra. In the following section we will develop an L -algebra
that gives rise to a different idea of momentum map from a higher L., -algebra

acting on a manifold.
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2. It is important to have in mind that this L., -algebra is a generalization of the
L.-algebra of functions on a symplectic manifolds with opposite sign. We have
done it this way because, as we will see in the next section, we get an Lso-mor-
phism to multi-vector fields and not an anti-morphism: just like in the symplectic
case. This gives a clue of how to remember the signs: the usual differential and
the usual contraction for two elements (d and igyw) have the opposite signs to
li = —d and la(o, f) = —igyw = —tzyw where (z,a) and (y, 3) are hamiltonian

pairs.

4.2 Higher L.-algebra structures on differential forms

In the last section we showed that the naive set of brackets on differential forms on a
pre-multi-symplectic manifold does not constitute an Lo-algebra. We followed [15] to
fix the problems arising in the proof of the Jacobi identity by forcing some brackets
to be zero in order to get the L..-algebra shown in Proposition [4.11 The new set of
brackets gives an L.-algebra structure to differential forms, but as we observed in
Remark only top degree hamiltonian forms are considered.

That process is not the only one solving the problem, here we will expose a different
idea. Instead of defining the brackets to be zero we give several copies of the same
spaces, given a bi-grading on the underlying graded vector space. We will define a new
family of brackets which are defined in different ways depending on the bi-grading.

Definition 4.3 Let (M,w) be a pre-m-symplectic manifold. We define 2(M) = E(M,w)
to be the total space of the bicomplex = (M):

Ep(M) = @ =(M) for every positive k € Z where
i+i=k

S (M) = try i () /(M) and S5, (M) = try,;(Q" 77 (M))

ham

(recall that try,,_; means truncation in degrees {0,...,m —i}). We endow Z(M) with
a set of brackets given by the maps {l;}ien. Every map is not only going to be of
total degree —1 but more precisely of degree (—1,0). Each map Iy, is determined by its
behavior on

(L3 B () @ - 9 Bl (M) — E(M).
The only non-zero maps are
(11)522(04) = —d(a) and
(lk>2)jlllk';j’° (1 ®@ - @ag) = lgyzW.

Where (x;, ;) are hamiltonian pairs for every i.

Usually we do not write the pre-multi-symplectic form w and simply write Z(M).
The graded vector space given in Definition [f.3] and [; = —d can be pictured like this

(i is represented in the horizontal direction and j on the vertical one):
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m—1 00

ham

(M)

m— 2 A (M) o QO(M)
1 QP2 (M) — Qm3(M) A QO(M)
0 tha?nl(M)?Qm_Q(M)‘T""jQI(M)‘jQO(M)
1 2 m—1 m

It is important to remark that the lower line is closed under the brackets. This is

clear because all the brackets have degree 0 on the vertical direction.

Theorem 4.4 Let (M,w) be a pre-m-symplectic manifold. Then (Z2(M),{l;}) is an
Loo-algebra.

Observe that the first column is precisely \[m]Qnqam (M), therefor the theorem could
be thought of as a way of resolving the space of hamiltonian forms into an L..-algebra
(which is minimal due to the discussion above). Before proving the Theorem we would

like to observe certain things about this construction.

Remark 4.5 1. A priori we could have defined Eg#(M) to be Q"=+ (M) always
without truncating the complex (the same for Z(M)). Nevertheless we can view
Zi(M) = EB;”:_OZ Ef(M) as target space of l;+1. This justifies the choice 1 < 1.

2. Imagine we only want to work with hamiltonian forms of degrees concentrated in
{m —1,...,m —r} for some positive integer r. In this way we will be willing
to bound the graded vector space on j from above without going all the way to
n — 1. Since ly takes two elements in =1(M) and gives an element in =1 (M),
if we start defining =2 (M) to be zero unless j € {1,...,r} after 1 application
of Iy we could get an element in 22" ~Y(M), this makes us define = (M) to be
non-zero for j € {1,...,2r — 1}. After k iterations of lo we could be getting
an element in E?k(r_l)H(M) what make us define 21 (M) to be non-zero for
je {l,....28(r — 1) + 1}. The series aj, := 2¥(r — 1) + 1 is unbounded unless

r =1 when it is constant aj, = 1.
That tells us that the only way of bounding the complex even more

is in the particular case where only top degree hamiltonian forms are

required.

In that case we define (2°);(M) := (M) = Q" 1(M). Now l;11>2 takes values

)
only in (M) and we define (2°);(M) := Z9(M) = Q™ (M) for every i > 2. Z°(M)

is no more than the base row Z9(M):
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QM) —— QU R(M) - QM) —— QO(M)

ham —d —d —d —d
1 2 o m—1 m

A direct consequence of the last statement is that the L..-algebra of Rogers [15] is
an Loo-subalgebra of the one in Theorem [4.4]

Corollary 4.6 the Ly -algebra of Rogers [15] is an Lo -subalgebra of the one in The-
orem[{.7)

Proof of Theorem The graded vector space Z(M) is concentrated in positive
degrees, in fact it is concentrated in degrees {1,...,m}. The maps {l} are linear
(since w is linear), well defined (as we saw in the previous section, the value of I, does
not depend on the paired hamiltonian multi-vector field chosen), symmetric (clear for
k =1, for a larger k both the contraction operator and w are graded symmetric making
I, symmetric) and of degree —1 (it is even of degree (—1,0) taking into account the
bi-grading).

Only the Jacobi identity remains to be checked. We are going to call the grading
given by the lower-index, horizontal grading or simply. In this way a € Ef (M) has
horizontal degree i.

As in the previous theorem, we observe that [,_l; = 0 for every n since 0 is a
hamiltonian multi-vector field for an exact form (dod = 0 = (gw). This already
shows that J(1) = 0. It is also true that {yls = 0, just by degree reasons: the
image of I3 is concentrated in horizontal degree {1}, where l; is zero. This shows that
J(Q) =lily +1loel; =04+0=0.

For a larger n, n > 3 we have as in the previous section:

Jn)= > dply=lalit e+ | Y lpdy |+l

pt+g=n+1 p+g=n+1
3<psn—1

We study that expression term by term. [,.l; = 0 as we have already said. The

image of l3¢p<n—1 is concentrated in horizontal degree p — 1 > 2, the corresponding

lo<g=n+1—-p<n—2 is zero on elements of horizontal degree p — 1. This implies that

> gl =0.

ptg=n+1
3<psn—1

The only two remaining terms are l,,_1-ly and l1I,,. We need to be careful with
the different copies of the same space on Z(M) to see if the result (true for Z°(M))
also holds. We fix oy, € Ef: (M) for every k € {1,...,n}. If any i; # 1 then both
lp—1-ls and l;1,, vanish on (a1 ® - --Qa«y,). If every iy = 1 let (2, ax) be hamiltonian

pairs for every k. Then

(1l (01 @ - @ ap) = —digy g, w € :(Zg:ljk)(M) and

—n—
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(In—1-l2)(01 @ -+ ®@ an) = Ly (01,00 W = Alzy o0, W € E(§§:1jk)(M).

n
We have concluded the proof since

Jn)= > gy =0+l +0—1ll, =0.
p+g=n+1

4.3 L,-algebra structures on hamiltonian pairs

Theorem [£.4] together with Remark give two Lo-algebra structures on differential
forms on a multi-symplectic manifold based on the behavior of hamiltonian forms.
Those L,-algebras and the one on hamiltonian multi-vector fields are closely related
due to Proposition [3.6

Lemma 4.7 Let (M,w) be a multi-symplectic manifold. For every positive integer
n and every family of hamiltonian pairs (xy, ) where oy, € Z1(M) for every k €

{1,...,n} we have that (vy(x1,...,2n),ln(a1 @ - @ ay,)) s a hamiltonian pair.
Lemma [4.7] suggests an L,-algebra structure on hamiltonian pairs.

Definition 4.8 Let (M,w) be a pre-m-symplectic manifold. We define E(M) to be the
total space of the bicomplex Ef(M)

Ek(M) = @ El(M) for every positive k € Z where
i+j=k
E)_ (M) = tr i (XTHH (M) and S5, (M) = tro_ (27179 (M),

We define a family of brackets {1} on Z(M) of degree (—1,0) where the only non-zero
maps are
Jide

(Zl)z>2 and (Zk>2)1_;_c_1

Which are given by
(0, —da) ifi=2
—da ifie {3,...,m}

0 else.

(1] (@)

(V(xle), Lxla;zw) 'Lf k=2

lyym, W if k2 3.

(Iez2)((@1,01) © - ® (2x, ap)) =

for every ((zr1,01) ® -+ ® (zp, ) € éjll(M) ® - ®§]1’“(M)

We can picture the graded vector space, together with l1, in the following diagram.
See the resemblance to the diagram describing the Lo-algebra of hamiltonian forms
studied before.
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m— 2 XL (M) —— QO(M)
5
1 X2(M) —— QM 3(M) —— -+ —— QO(M)
15 Iy l1
0 XY M) —— QM 2(M) —— -« —— QY (M) —— Q°(M)
IR 151 I Iy
1 2 o m—1 m

Corollary 4.9 Let (M,w) be a pre-m-symplectic manifold. Then (E(M), {i}}) is an
Loo-algebra.

Proof. Every map is a product of two well defined symmetric linear maps of degree
—1 by definition. The image of the maps lands on hamiltonian pairs by Lemma [£.7}
The Jacobi identity on the form part is satisfied due to Theorem [4.4]

J(1) = 0 and J(2) = 0 since [; is always zero in the multi-vector fields part. As

usual we write for every n > 3

Sy = Y Dy =hih bkt | S i, |+
p+g=n+1 ptg=n+1
3<psn—1

The corresponding equation in the multi-vector fields part behaves as follows.

> ptg=nt1 unip = 0 by horizontal degree reasons. l,ely = 0 = l3.1, because I
3<p<n—1

is always zero in the multi-vector field part. The only remaining term is ly_1ls,
which on the multi-vector field part is zero unless n = 3. In that case (v2)—(r2) =0
because of the Jacobi identity for the Schouten bracket. |

Just alike in the previous section, we want to point out the construction given in
that Corollary also generalizes some construction used in [6]. That is done by trying
to further bound the underlying vector space as we did for hamiltonian forms. The

resulting construction is the following:

Corollary 4.10 This Loo-algebra called the Poisson Lie-m-algebra in [6, Theorem 4.7]
is an Loo-subalgebra of the one from Corollary[{.9

X4(M) T QM) e QY (M) — QO(M)

1 2 m—1 m
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We denote it by Z°(M) and the inclusion will be denoted byﬁiO: E0(M) - E
similarly to the inclusion for the L..-algebras of Hamiltonian forms: i°: =E(M) —

4.4 Relating the L-algebras of multi-vector fields, forms and
pairs

The L.-algebra structures on hamiltonian multi-vector fields, those on hamiltonian
pairs and those on hamiltonian forms are very close. Given any hamiltonian pair,
we can project onto the multi-vector field part (in horizontal degree 1 and 0

elsewhere).

i (NED)), (1) — (NE (M), N (1) = 0) and

project onto the form part at horizontal degree 1 and the identity elsewhere.

!

¢: (NEM)), (L)) — (NEM)), N ())-

Both are cochain maps by construction. For example 7l (~(z,a)) = m(~(0,da)) =
0 = (0om)(~(z,a)). The same occurs if we replace 7 by moi , or ¢ by ¢oi . The
later one actually factors through the L,-algebra of Rogers:

¢': (NE(M)), (1) — (NE (M), N (h)).

These cochain maps lift to strict L.,-morphisms. This fact is exposed in the fol-

lowing lemma, which is a generalization (for » = 1) of [6, Proposition 4.8].

Lemma 4.11 Let (M,w) be a pre-multi-symplectic manifold. The cochain maps

T (NE) M), (L) — (NE 4 (M), N (v1) = 0),

w=moi: (NE)M), (D) — (NED (M), (1) = 0),
¢: (NEDM)), (1) — (NEM)), (1)) and

¢ (NE (M), (1) — (NE(M)), (1))

lift to strict Loo-morphisms given by
m= (1) M), {ln}) — (X7,,,(M), v2),
=) M) {l}) — (X7, (M),v2),
61 =(¢): (E(M), {In}) — (E(M),{ln}) and
¢ = ~(¢): (EX(M), {In}) — (E°(M), {In}).

Even more, if (M,w) is symplectic, then ¢ is a strict Lo, -quasi-isomorphism.
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Proof. It is enough to show it for = and ¢ since~i0 and i° clearly lift to strict L.o-mor-
phisms. We begin showing the strict L.,-morphism at hamiltonian multi-vector fields.
Let {r,,} be the family of brackets in (X},..(M),v2) (ro = vo and rp2o = 0). We have
to check for every positive n that 7 o l,, =7y, o0 (m1® --- ®@m). If n =1 the statement
is just equivalent to the fact that \(m) is a cochain map. For n > 2, I, is non-zero
only when all the inputs are in (2)?(M). Given n elements {(z;, ;) € 237 (M)}, we
have that I, ((21,01) ® -+ @ (&n, ap)) € E%_%lj" (M), 71 on such term is zero unless
n = 2: precisely the case in which r,(m,® -*- ®m1) is non-zero. In that case

(m10l2)((z1,01) ® (T2, a2)) = vy A x) = (v20 (1 @ 1)) (21, 01) ® (2, 2)).
The part of the statement regarding hamiltonian forms holds trivially.

(¢1 o Zn)((xlyal) - (.In, an)) = ln(xla s xn)
= (lno (1@ - @¢1))((21,01) @ -+ @ (T, ).

Even more, ¢} is given by the identity every-where except on degree 1 when it is equal
to (@,id): X(M) — Q™ Y(M). If (M,w) is multi-symplectic, then that map is an
isomorphism, turning ¢} into a quasi-isomorphism. |

We could have defined 7 towards multi-vector fields and then just observe that the

image of 7 is indeed always hamiltonian.

4.5 Synchronized morphisms

At this moment, we are ready to introduce a kind of map that will be the key to
define higher momentum maps. We will be talking about pairs of maps (a, f) from
an Loo-algebra L to 2(M) and Z(M) making the following diagram in the category of

L.-algebras commute:

For obvious reasons we will say that f lifts a.

Since the target space of f has several copies of the same underlying vector spaces
(the spaces of differential forms of a given degree), it will become very important to
be able to control to which copy are things being mapped to. Let us be explicit, when
talking about maps {f,: A" L — Z(M) or £(M)} we would like to use the i-th column
to be the target of ﬁ(/\’L) In this way, the image of L via fl is fully contained in the
first column: that of Hamiltonian forms or pairs. Such maps are going to be called

synchronized with the horizontal grading, or simply synchronized:

f is synchronized iff f;(A'L) C Z;(M).

The definition can be given in general for an L..-algebra with an extra grading:
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Definition 4.12 (Synchronized L..-morphism ) Let ({V,,},{v,}) be an L -algebra
whose underlying total space V® is given another grading (p,U). An L..-algebra mor-
phism f: L — V is said to be synchronized with the grading (¢,U) if f((L)®") C Uy,

for every positive n.

The following Lemma will be key in understanding the connection between the

different notions of moment maps that will be given in the next sections:

Lemma 4.13 Let (L,{l,}) be an Lo-algebra concentrated in degrees {1,...,r}. Let
a: (L, {l,}) — (X*(M),v2) be an Loo-morphism . There is a one-to-one correspon-
dence between

—

1. synchronized Loo-morphisms f from L to Z(M) lifting a, and

2. synchronized Loo-morphisms f from L to Z(M) with the property that W o a; =
do f1.

If r = 1 we have the same one-to-one correspondence between

1. Log-morphisms f from L to E°(M) lifting a, and

2. Loo-morphisms f from L to Z°(M) with the property that @ oa; = do f;.
Proof. Let f be a synchronized lift of a. We take f := ¢1 0 f which is an L.o-morphism
from L to Z(M). Moreover, it is synchronized since ¢1((Z)8(M)) C ()8 (M) for every

n n

n by definition of ¢1. f; takes values in (2)3(M) and the lifting condition gives that
fl = (a1, f1) and since it is hamiltonian pair @ o a; = 15w =d o fi.

Conversely, if f is a synchronized Lo,-morphism from L to =(M) such that @woa; =
do fi. We fix fj}g = f; and fi = (a1, f1). Clearly f takes values in E(M) because
woaj; =do fi. It is an L,,-morphism because both the form and the multi-vector field
part are L.,-morphisms and because 7 is strict. It is a lift and it is synchronized by
construction. At the case r = 1 the only thing to remark is that L.,-morphisms and
synchronized L,.-morphisms are the same. The result follows from the previous lines
by the same construction, noticing again that underlying vector spaces of Z°(M) and
Z0(M) are the base arrows of Z(M) and Z(M) respectively. [ |

Corollary 4.14 Let (L,{l,}) be an Ly -algebra concentrated in degrees {1,...,r}. Let
a: (L, {l,}) — (X*(M),va) be an Loo-morphism such that there exists a synchronized
Loo-morphisms [ from L to E(M) with the property that Woa; = do f;. Then a is
strict.

Proof. From Lemma we know that there exists a lift fof a. For every n > 2,
a, =71 0 frn. But fr(A"L) C 2, (M) and m;(Z,(M)) =0 for n > 2.

As a consequence of this Corollary, (I,,)a(l;)

aj oly = va(ay,ar) and .
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aiol, =0for all n > 3.

In particular if L is a Lie algebra, a = a; is a honest Lie algebra morphism (whenever
shifted appropriately).

5 Transfer: cochain homotopies and L,,-morphisms

The second big result in this paper is about the equivalence between different notions
of higher momentum maps in multi-symplectic geometry. As hinted in the previous
section, this will be done by comparing L..-algebra lifts and maps with certain coho-
mological properties. As a matter of fact, the result can be extrapolated outside if the
world of symplectic geometry and be stated in a homological algebra fashion. That is
precisely what will be done in this chapter. The main idea is to give a general tool to
relate Loo-algebra morphisms and cochain null-homotopies.

We begin by fixing some notation. We will be following [I6] and [5]. We consider
cochain complexes of vector spaces C' = {C"},,cz with linear maps as co-differentials
d": O™ — O™+l An element in the image of d is called a co-boundary and one in
the kernel of d is called a co-cycle. Cochain null-homotopies can be defined in terms

of the cone object:

Definition 5.1 (Cone) Let (C,d) be a cochain complex. The cone cochain complex
(cone(C), deone) is given by cone(C)™ := C"~1&C™ for everyn € Z and d%,,,.(c1,c2) :=

cone
(ca —d™ ey, dey) for every (ci,co) € cone(C)™.

Definition 5.2 (Cochain null-homotopy) A cochain null-homotopy between the cochain
complezes (C,dc) and (D, dp) is a cochain map (h, f) from (C,dc) to (cone(D), dcone(n))-
f is said to be null-homotopic by h, something which is denoted by f = 0.

A cochain homotopy defining that homotopy ¢ = (h, 0, f) is the same as a cochain
map
30/ = (h7 f) : (Ca dC) — (COHe(D), dcone(D))

because the cochain maps conditions are alike:
(f —dph,dpf) = deypy 0 ¢’ = podc = (hdc,0, fdc) and

(f =dph,0,dpf) = deyypy 0 p = podc = (hdc,0, fdc).

A cochain null-homotopy is then the same as a pair (h, f) where f is a cochain map
f:(C,dc) — (D,dp) and h € Homg,.(C, D)1 such that

f=hodc+dpoh.
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5.1 Transfer theorem for cochain homotopies from an L.-al-
gebra

In this section we are going to try to reproduce in a more general setting what we have
done in the previous chapter concerning differential forms: we were able to transfer
the Loo-algebra structure from Xpam (M) to Q°(M).

Remark 5.3 Given a positive integer m are going to use the following notations:
1. (D,d) is a cochain complex concentrated in degrees {0,...,m}.

2. (g,v) is going to represent a graded Lie-algebra and (C(g),dcg) the associated
cochain complex given by Proposition , The graded vector space is C(g)" =
(S°9)m+t1-n forn € {0,...,m} and 0 otherwise.

It is possible to think of the truncation to degrees {0,...,m} of a larger cochain
complex. To be precise, (C(g),dcg) is the cochain complex from Proposition but
shifted by m 4 1 and truncated in degrees {0,...,m}.

Definition/Proposition 5.4 (Hamiltonian coboundaries) For any cochain map
f:(C(g),dcr) — (D, d) we define the sub-cochain complex of hamiltonian elements
DI c D given by

D/ :={a € D: da € im(f)}.

Observe that D7 is a sub-cochain complex since for every a € D/ we have that
d(da) = 0 € im(f). Observe also that im(f) C Df since d(f(z)) = f(c(z)) € im(f).
Similarly we can define f-hamiltonian pairs:

Definition 5.5 (Hamiltonian pairs) Let f: C(g) — D be in the hypothesis of

Theorem , The graded vector space of pairs DI is the graded vector space con-
centrated in degrees {0,...,m — 1} given degree-wise by:

(ﬁ”)l = {(z,a) € C(g)" x (Df)m_i tdo = f(x)}.

The other key ingredient in the last chapter was the algebra multiplication ® on
S®g. This gives rise to a 0-degree map u*: (S°g)®* — S°g as we have seen in the
first chapter. Its decalage, dec(u*) is of degree (1 — k)(m + 1).

The following theorem is the generalization of Theorem to the more general
setting given by Remark

Theorem 5.6 (Transfer Theorem) Let f: (C(g),dcr) — (D, d) satisfying the fol-
lowing properties:

1. For every x and y in g such that f(x) = f(y) it follows that f(z,—) = f(y,—).

2. There exists a morphism p € Homge.(D?,g C C(g))1 such that fop = d.
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We define @ to be the total graded vector space of the bi-graded space Q{ :

Q= @ Qf for every positive k € Z where
i+j=k
ijl = tr,_1 (Df m—(1+j)) and Qj>2 = tr,, (Dm—(i+j)) )
We endow Q with a family of brackets of bi-degree (—1,0) given by the maps {q, : Q%™ —
Q}. The only non-zero maps are:
(ql)f;z = —d and

(s 1= o dectiy o

Then (Q,{qn}) is an Loo-algebra and we modify p to get a strict Loo-morphism from
Q to g by extending it to be zero in Q7.

The double chain complex @ can be represented in the following diagram:

m—1 (Df)"
m—2 (Df)! —— DO
—d
1 (Df)m72<—Dm_3<—-~-<—D0
0 (D)™ — pm-2 D! DO
—d —d —d —d
1 2 m—1 m

The proof is included in the next subsection. The similar result for pairs follows
from the Theorem:

Corollary 5.7 (Transfer Theorem for pairs) Let f: (C(g),dcg) — (D,d) be a
cochain map in the hypothesis of Theorem . We define @ to be the total graded
vector space of the bi-graded space @f :

ka = @ @f for every positive k € Z where
i+j=k

Ql_,:=D';iy and Q§22 = Q7.

We endow @ with a family of brackets of bi-degree (—1,0) given by the maps {q, : @‘X’" —
@} The only non-zero maps are:

0,—da) ifi=2
(@) () =4 —da ifie {3,...,m}

0 else.
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(V(z122), @2(1, 02))  if k=2

(@r2) (w1, 00) @ -+ ® (g, o)) = qr(or,...,ar) ifk>3.

Then (é, {@n}) is an Loo-algebra and we can modify p to get a strict Loo-morphism

from @Q to g by extending it to be zero in é;22.

There is a strict Lo,-morphism ¢: @ — @ given by the projection on the D factor.
The bottom row of both L,-algebras are L,-subalgebras.

Proposition 5.8 In the hypothesis of Theorem |5.0 ((QO). =QY, {qn‘Qo}) is an

Loo-algebra. Similarly in hypothesis of Corollary ((@0>. = Q, {q~n\@0}) is an
Lo -algebra.

5.1.1 Proof of the theorem

Proof of Theorem Q@ is a graded vector space concentrated in positive degrees
by definition. The brackets are linear and they are claimed to be of bi-degree (-1,0).
Let us look at the degree of the maps.

Let us suppose that Qg>2 # 0, that means that Qgﬂ = D™= (+9) and hence
(ql)g>2 — —d goes to (Df)y™=(+)+1 < @7_ . The fact that it ends up in D/ and not
only D is because d(da) = 0 € im(f).

The maps gi>2 are also of bi-degree (—1,0). We fix k > 2 and ¢ a positive integer.
We start at Q{l ® - ® le’“ C @y (where k + Zle Ji =1t):

m—1—j1 m—1—j = i1 j 4q i-c_ ji

7y ®'L®(Df) 8 QF ©-®Ql — .
p®* . C

Clo)™ i @ - @ Clgym— ), o (g)a-mmintbm-Si T (prym=(=

Observe that p: (Df)mflfj — C™7J can be understood as a map from le to
(S'g)lﬂ-. This shows that the Koszul sign in ) and in S°g after p are the same.
Since p* is graded symmetric in S®g so it is gx>2 in Q.

We need to show that the Jacobi identity holds. We first observe that g o1 g1 =0
this is clear for k = 1 since D was a cochain map. For a larger k£ we have that
fopod=dod=0= f(0)sothat fo; (po(—d)) = fo; 0= 0. By linearity of x
and f we conclude that gx o1 ¢1 = 0. This shows that J(1) = J(2) =0 (g1 0 g2 = 0 by
horizontal degree reasons). We fix n > 3 and write as usual:

J(n) = Z 4j—G = Gn—q1 + qn-1-q2 + Z 45— | +q1-Gn.
i+j=n+1 i+j=n+1
3<i<n—1
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We have that ) itj=nt1 ¢j—¢; = 0 by horizontal degree reasons as in the results
3<ig<n—1
about hamiltonian forms and pairs. J(n) reduces to

J(n) = gn-1-G2 + q1-qn.

Any of those summands is zero unless all the inputs are in horizontal degree 1. Let
us have a look on the term ¢,_1—¢o in that case. For clearness of the proof we are
going to denote g2 just by f(p . p) (all the ~[m + 1](1*) are here omitted). Now
we have that fopo f =do f = focso that fo; (po f) = fo1(¢). Let us fix
y=110 @y € (Q1)"".

(@n1ea)) = Y. e0)f (0 (FPWe)PWo2)) Do) PYomn))

oceSh?

n—2

= Z €(0) (¢ (PYo)PYo(2) PWo)) - - PWo(n)))
UEShi72

((foc)op®) (y) = ((do f)op®") (y) = —(q1-n) (v).

Here it is very important to observe that ¢ = \[m+ 1](¥) so that ¢ on two elements
is just \[m + 1](v) and the sum over the shuffles gives again c.

For the proof of the strict Lo,-morphism definded by p we first need to see that
it defines a symmetric linear map of degree 0 and then we will modify p so that the
Loo-morphism condition is satisfied. Recall that p: (Df)m_l_j — C(g)™ 7 can be

understood as a map from Q{ to (S°g) which shows that p: @ — g is a symmetric
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It is important to notice that the definition of ¢ is independent of the choice of
p as far as fop = d. Suppose we are given p’ € mgrvec(Df,C(g))l such that
fop' =d= fop. This means that f oy p’ = f o1 p by the first hypothesis and hence
the brackets defined by p’ and p coincide. That is why we are going to force p to be 0
on exact froms doda =0 = f(0) = f(pa).

Now it is clear that p o g, is zero for n # 2, precisely the case in which v, # 0. In
the case n = 2 we have that f o v(pay,pas) = do f(pai,pas) so that we can define p
such that p(f(pai,pas)) = v(pag, pas), that is po go = v o (p ® p) proving that p is a
stric Lo.-algebra and concluding the proof. |

5.2 Transfer and morphisms

In the previous section we transfered the L..,-algebra structure from a Lie[l]-algebra
(g,v) to a cochain complex D thanks to cochain homotopy f satisfying certain condi-
tions.

In this subsection we study the relation between L.-algebra morphisms from an
Lo-algebra L towards @ (synchronized ones) and cochain maps (homotopies) from the

Chevalley-Eilenberg cochain complex associated to L to D. As we did for g, we fix a
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notation for the shifted and truncated Chevalley-Eilenberg of L: (C(L),e) is shifted
by m+1 (C(L)* = (S*L)mi1-n and e = \[m + 1](32, In))-
We begin by establishing a relationship between synchronized lifts of a map to g

and synchronized L..-algebra maps to Q:

Lemma 5.9 In the notation of Corollary let a: (L, {ln}) — tr{1,..my(9,v) be an
Loo-morphism.

There is a one-to-one correspondence between synchronized Lo,-morphisms h from
L to @ lifting a and synchronized Loo-morphisms h = ¢ o h from L to Q with the
property that f oa; = doh;y.

If L is concentrated in degree 1 we have the same one-to-one correspondence between
Leo-morphisms h from L to éo lifting a and Leg-morphisms h = ¢ o h from L to Q°
with the property that foa; =doh;y.

The condition f oa; = do hy sais that hy(L) C D/ in other words, that we can

view the elements in L to be hamiltonian. We are interested in lifts of the kind

Proposition 5.10 Let (L, {l,}) be an Loc-algebra and leta: (L,{l,}) — tryi, . my (0, V)
be an Lo-morphism such that there ezists a synchronized Lo,-morphisms h from L to
Q with the property that f oa; = dohy. Then a is strict.

Proof. The existence of a synchronized lift implies that a,>2 = p o h,>2 = 0 since
h,(L) is concentrated in horizontal degree n where p is defined to be zero. This
fact has very relevant consequences: the L..-morphism conditions on a are simply

a1(la(z1,12)) = v(a1@1,a122) for every 1 @ z2 € L®? and a; o l,22 = 0 (in particular

a; oly =0). That shows the claim. [ |
In general a(L) is concentrated in degrees {1,...,m + 1} but the existence of a
synchronized lift tells us that h(L) is concentrated in degrees {1,...,m} and hence

a(L) = a;(L) = (poh)(L). Moreover, if L is a honest Lie algebra, a is a Lie algebra
morphism (up to a shift).

5.2.1 From cochain maps to L.,-algebra morphisms

Recall that, with the notation for the shifted Chevalley-Eilenberg complex introduced
at the begining of the subsection, the L,,-morphism a can be viewed as a cochain map
a: C(L) — C(g). Composing with f we get a new cochain map f := foa: C(L) — D.
In the case a is concentrated in a; (as in the hypothesis of Proposition , the

equation is explicitly given by:

f(z1,...,25) = f(aizy ... a12;) for every @y - x; € (S7L)y11-i € C(L)".
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Knowing about the main transfer Theorem [5.6] we are interested in extending
f to get a cochain homotopy (h,f). In this section we are trying to answer when
such a cochain homotopy gives rise to an Ly.-algebra algebra morphism towards the
transferred Loo-algebra @ (or more in general to @ in order to introduce compatibility

relations with a).

Theorem 5.11 (Transfer result for morphisms) Let (h,f): C(L) — D be a cochain
null-homotopy such that (hoe)(L) = 0 and that f = f(a1,...,a1). We use the notation
hi's (S9L)my1—s — DI~

We can view H; = h}”*l*i: (L®7); — D™t C Q;'-*j C Q;. Then h = {h;} is a

synchronized Loo-morphism from L to Q and it defines an Loo-morphism to Q.

Proof. The last statement follows from the first. If h is a synchronized L .,-morphism
and (hoe)(L) =0 then f oa; = doh; by the homotopy condition. Applying Lemma
we get an L.,-morphism to @

h is linear and symmetric by assumption (it was a cochain map, hence linear, and
it was defined on the symmetric power, hence symmetric). It is also of degree zero and
synchronized since ﬁ; (L®7); — Q;fj :

We would have proved the theorem as soon as we will prove that for every n € Z,

n>landeveryz =21 ® - ®x, in L

ak>1
~ 1 ~ ~
S ()@ = > > 1@ 0 (hay ® - @hg,)) (0-2). (4)
i+j=n+1 ai+...ap=noceSh(ai,...,ap)

By the definition of the co-differential in C'(L) the left hand side of the previous
equation is just h oe. On the right hand side we have to examine differently the cases
b=1and b > 2. So, firstly we have a look on the case where only b = 1 is possible,

this is when n = 1:

(lk,}l
~ ~ N 1 N ~
> (hjl)@) =hioh =0=gqiohi= > = F(@o(hn® - 0hy) (o).
i+j=2 ar+...ap=1 '

oc€Sh(ay,...,ap)

The zero on the left hand side is by assumption, as we have said on the first
paragraph of this proof, and on the right hand side by horizontal degree reasons.

If n > 2 we have to deal with b > 2. ¢, only does not vanish if all the inputs
have horizontal degree equal to 1. Hak_ takes values in horizontal degree aj since it is
synchronized. The only case where g, o (ﬁal R ﬁah) is not identically zero is when

b =n, in that case:

o€Shy
= (gno(h)®)z = (fo(poh)®")(z) = f(x).
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Observe that because foa; = doh; we can take p such that poh; = a;. This shows
that (f o (poh)®") (z) = f(x).
On the other hand when b = 1 we have (¢ o h,)(z) = (—=dh)(x). At the case n > 2
the equation [] is:
hoe=f—doh,

which holds since (h, f) is a null-homotopy. [

Observe that the condition (hoe)(L) = 0 is necessary. In order to get an L.o-mor-
phism lift to @ we need a to be just a; as argued in Proposition and that the
homotopy h satisfies the condition foa; = dohy. A prioriwe only have foa; = doh;+hoe
so that h defines an Loo-algebra lift if and only if (hoe)(L) = 0.

That clearly holds if /1 = 0 so that the transfer result for morphisms from a Lie[1]-al-
gebra holds trivially.

Corollary 5.12 (Transfer result for morphisms for Lie[1]-algebras) Given a cochain
null-homotopy (h,f): C(L) — D from an Lo-algebra L concentrated in degree 1 such
that f = f(a1,...,a1).

We can view h' := h* 1=t (L9, — D™ C QY = (Q°).. Then h= {Flj} is a

synchronized Loo-morphism from L to Q° and it defines an Loo-morphism to @0.

i

5.2.2 From L_,-algebra morphisms to cochain maps

We get converse theorems to the previous ones:

Proposition 5.13 (Converse transfer result for morphisms) Let h: L —» @ be
a synchronized Loo-morphism lifting a: L — g. Let h: L — @ be the associated
Loo-morphism given by Lemma[5.9 We view

b = h (ST L) g € (L) — QP T c DL

Then (h,f := f 04) is a homotopy from (C(L),e) to (D,d).

Proof. Since a and f are linear of degree 0, f is also linear of degree 0.

For n > 2 the fact that h is a synchronized L,-morphism translates into:

> (hjeli) = (@ ohy)(@) + (gno (@ ®@h)(2),
i+j=n+1

which, by the observation previous to this proof, is exactly
hoe=—doh+f. (5)

That shows the cochain null-homotopy at every level except when only one input is
considered. But in that case foa; =do h; and the Lo-morphism condition for n =1
gives hoe =0 by horizontal degree reasons. This shows that in this case f = do h+hoe

is also true.
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It remains to be checked that f is a cochain map. But this follows from the null-ho-

motopy condition:

foe=(doh+hoe)oe=dohoe=do(doh+hoe)=dof.

[ |

Observe that it follows from equation [5| that the definition of f is independent of f.

As usual we a simplification if the image of h is concentrated in horizontal degree

0, that is when h,>2 = 0. A sufficient condition for this to happen is that L is

concentrated in degree 1.

Corollary 5.14 (Converse transfer result for morphisms for Lie[1]-algebras)
Let L be concentrated in degree 1 and h: L —» @0 be a synchronized L..-morphism
lifting a: L — g. Let h: L — QO be the associated Lo.-morphism given by Lemma
[2d We can view

by i= h™ =0 (8 L)y = S™H L = (L) — Q% ,_; c DL,
Then (h,f) is a homotopy from (C(L),e) to (D,d).

Proof. We can compose h with the inclusion from @0 to C~2 and apply Proposition
.13l |

5.2.3 Comparison between both constructions
The immediate questions after the previous section are the following:
1. Are Theorem [5.11] and Proposition [5.13] inverse to each other?

2. Are Corollary and Corollary inverse to each other?

If we start from an L..-algebra lift and we apply Proposition we see (in the
proof) that the new homotopy h is such that hoe(L) = 0. By Proposition
the fact that a factors through é implies that a is strict. Therefore, a is simply a;
and f := foa = f(a;...a;). We can conclude that the new cochain homotopy is in
the hypothesis of Theorem [5.11] and hence that the hypothesis of that Theorem are
minimal: we get all lifts starting from that kind of cochain homotopies.

Corollary 5.15 Let a: L — tr{y . )@ be an Loo-morphism and f: C(g) — D
a cochain map in the notation of the previous section. Then there is a one-to-one

correspondence between.:

1. Synchronized La-algebra lifts of a to @ the Lo -algebra constructed in Theorem
2.4 and

2. Cochain null-homotopies (h,f := foa): C(L) — D such that f = f(ay,...,a1)
and (hoe)(L) =0.
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This result provides a positive answer to the first question above. Observe that the
equivalence does not hold for all cochian homotopies, but only for thise that satisfy the
conditions f = f(ay,...,a1) (which does not depend on h) and (hoe)(L) = 0 (which
does depend on h).

In the case of Lie[l]-algebras, the condition (hoe)(L) = 0 disappears as we saw in

Corollary

Corollary 5.16 Leta: L — tryy, . ;18 be an Log-morphism from an Lo -algebra con-
centrated in degree 1 such thatf := fod = f(ay,...,a1): L — D where f: C(g) — D
is the cochain map in the notation of the previous section. Then there is a one-to-one

correspondence between.:

1. Synchronized Lo, -algebra lifts of a to éo! the Lo -algebra constructed in Theorem
5.0, and

2. Cochain null-homotopies (h,f): C(L) — D.

But for higher L..-algebras the condition (hoe)(L) = 0 can fail. There are null-ho-
motopies such that (hoe)(L) # 0 so that the class of null-homotopies is larger than
the ones representing L..-algebra lifts.

There are ways of forcing h to satisfy (hoe)(L) = 0 withouth involving h itself. An
example is that L is concentrated in degree 1 as in the previous Corollary. Another

one is to require l; to be zero.

Corollary 5.17 Let a: L — tryy . ;m18 be an Log-morphism such that l; = 0 and
that f := foa = f(a1,...,a1): L — D where f: C(£) — D is the cochain map
in the notation of the previous section. Then there is a one-to-one correspondence
between:

1. Synchronized Lo -algebra lifts of a to Qv, the Lo -algebra constructed in Theorem
5.0, and

2. Cochain null-homotopies (h,f): C(L) — D.

6 Momentum maps in multi-symplectic geometry

The Ly.-algebra of Hamiltonian forms is a special example of the transferred L.-alge-
bra () from last chapter. As a matter of fact, we can give a geometric interpretation of
cochain null-homotopies and synchronized L .-algebra morpihsms towards @, therefore
using the results from last section into the world of multi-symplectic geometry.

From a purely multi-symplectic geometric view this chapter is devoted to study the
possible higher analogues of co-momentum maps is multi-symplectic geometry.

The main motivation for this is the paper on homotopy moment maps [6]. It is pos-

sible to understand that paper in terms of cochain homotopies and then to extend the
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result to include higher Hamiltonian pairs. That observation is original of Blohmann
(private communication). He observed that the results in [6] can be understood to
be the following: momentum maps from a Lie algebra are cochain homotopy from
the Chevalley-Eilenberg cochain complex to differential forms such that the generating
function condition is satisfied. We elaborate on that idea:

Let (M, w) be a symplectic manifold and g a Lie algebra acting on M by symplecto-
morphisms (i.e. we have a Lie algebra morphism a: g — X(M)). A co-momentum
map (see [4, Section 18.1] for example) is a morphism of Lie algebras pu: g — C>*(M)
such that tayw = dp(z) for all € g (that condition is called the generating function

condition). In particular, the image of a is a subset of hamiltonian vector fields:
arg — X (M).
We can understand p in in two different ways.

1. From one side as an L,.-morphism from g to Z°(M) (remark that m = 1 in the
case of symplectic geometry) which satisfies the extra condition du(z) = ta(z)w.
This is equivalent (due to Lemma [4.13) to an Loc-morphism from g to Z°(M)
lifting a.

g —— xY(M)

2. Another point of view is to think of it as a cochain homotopy as follows:

gAg———— 9

Ezo(a@a)l /Jaoa

Both definitions easily generalize to the set up of multi-symplectic geometry, in the
case where we have a higher L..-algebra acting on a multi-symplectic manifold. As a
consequence of last section, we will see in the following sections that the two previous

interpretations are equivalent.

6.1 L,-algebra actions and symplectic co-momentum maps

Let (M, w) denote a pre-m-symplectic manifold. Let L be an L-algebra.
We can think of defining an L-algebra action of L on (M, w) as an Ly,-morphism
a: L — (X*(M),vs), the problem is that this does not generalize the definition in

symplectic geometry: we need to take a truncation of the target space:
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Definition 6.1 (Loo-algebra action) Let L be an Loo-algebra. An L..-algebra ac-

tion of L on (M,w) is an Leo-morphism
ar L —tryy oy (X%(M),12)).

Remember that in Chapter 2 we gave a new L.-algebra structure on multi-vector
fields that was not previously known nor used in the literature. We suggest a second

definition.

Definition 6.2 (Strong L.-algebra action) Let L be an Ly-algebra. A strong

Loo-algebra action of L on (M,w) is an Lo,-morphism
a: L — tr{l,.“,nL} ((}:'(M), {Vn})) .

We will use the notation L O (M,w) and L Og (M, w) to denote actions and strong
actions of L on the pre-multi-symplectic manifold (M,w).

Observe that in the case of symplectic geometry the two notions agree:
try (X°(M),12)) = trpy (X2(M), {va})) = (X1 (M), v2).

An action (strong or not) a: L Os) (M, w) on a pre-m-symplectic manifold is given
by a family {a, : L®" — tryy 3 (X*(M))}. Observe that a,> (m41) is zero by degree
reasons: [a,>(m41)(L®")| = |[L¥"| > n > m + 1 which means that a,,> (y,41)(L®") C
tren,my (X*(M))my1 = 0. In the particular case of pre-symplectic geometry (m = 1)
we have that a is strict: it is simply a;.

As a conclusion, strong L.,-algebra actions from a Lie algebra on a symplectic
manifold are the same as L..-algebra actions and as smooth actions.

Given an L..-algebra action (strong or not), we will call it multi-symplectic if
the image of S*®L consists of multi-symplectic multi-vector fields. We will say that the
action is pre-hamiltonian if the image of S®L consists of hamiltonian multi-vector
fields.

6.2 Transfer in multi-symplectic geometry

In this section we repeat what was done in subsections and replacing g by
X (M) and D by tr,,(2*(M)) on a pre-m-symplectic manifold (M, w). The results
in that section were about L..-morphisms a: L — tryy (X5, (M), v2). That
means that, in this case, we will get information about multi-symplectic (non-strong)
actions. We fix such an action from now on.

It is important to observe that we need the multi-vector fields to be multi-symplectic,
otherwise @ is not a cochain map.

The equivalent results of and are the following:

Corollary 6.3 Let L O (M,w) be a multi-symplectic action on the pre-m-symplectic

manifold (M,w). Then there is a one-to-one correspondence between:
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1. Synchronized Lyo-algebra lifts of a to é(M) and

2. Cochain null-homotopies (h,f := wod = w(ay,...,a1)): C(L) — tr,(Q*(M))
such that (hoe)(L) = 0.

Corollary 6.4 Let L O (M,w) be a multi-symplectic action on the pre-m-symplectic
manifold (M,w) where L is concentrated in degree 1. Then there is a one-to-one

correspondence between:
1. Synchronized Lo.-algebra lifts of a to éO(M) and
2. Cochain null-homotopies (h,f :=woad =0w(a1,...,a1)): C(L) — tr, (Q*(M)).

Remark 6.5 In subsection [5.2.5 we saw that the obstructions for the two transfer
theorems for morphisms (the direct and the converse one) to be the inverse of each
other were o a = w(ay,...,a1) and (hoe)(L) =0.

If the action is strict, the first of those two conditions is satisfied and the other one
is conquered if Iy = 0. Both things happen in case (M,w) is a pre-symplectic manifold

and if L is a non-graded Lie algebra.

We include the converse results and the proof of the general one for the sake of

completeness:

Proposition 6.6 (Converse transfer result in multi-symplectic geometry) Let
h: L —» é(M) be a synchronized Lo.-morphism lifting the action a: L O M. Let
h: L — Z(M) be the associated Loo-morphism given by Lemma . We view

hi o= W (S9L) gy © O(L) — EPTTI (M) € @ (M),

Then a is strict and (h,f = &(ay,...,a1)) is a homotopy from (C(L),e) to tr,, (Q*(M)).

Corollary 6.7 Leth: L —» EO(M) be a synchronized Lo,-morphism lifting the action
a: L O M where L is concentrated in degree 1. Let h: L — Z9(M) be the associated
Loo-morphism given by Lemma[{.13 We can view

hy =0 (SO L)1y = STTIL = C(L) — 20, (M) C QN (M).
Then a is strict and (h,f = &(ay,...,a1)) is a homotopy from (C(L), €) to tr, (Q*(M)).

Those were |5.13|and before. We include the proof of Proposition since the
other three results follow immediately from this one.
Proof. We want to apply Proposition We take g = X3,,(M) and D =
try, (Q°(M)). The map w: (C(g),dce) — (D,d) is a cochain map by Proposition
and D7 is just tr,,(2,,,(M)) by definition of hamiltonian forms.

The map p is no more than the choice of a hamiltonian multi-vector field. For any

two multi-symplectic multi-vector fields x and y such that (zw = tyw there are two
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possibilities: if |z| # |y| then tyw = tyw implies that (,w = yw = 0; if not w(z, 2) =
(=Dl 0 = (=1)WIELL,w = @(y, 2) for every z product of multi-symplectic
multi-vector fields. In any case W(z, —) = @(y, —).

Since the action is multi-symplectic and it is concentrated in a; we get the map
a: L — g and we can apply Proposition to get the result. |

6.3 Momentum maps

We are given an m-symplectic manifold (M,w) and a: L — (X*(M),v2) an Loo-al-
gebra action from an L..-algebra (L, {b;}) concentrated in degrees {1,...,r} for some
r (possibly non finite). We have seen in Section that an Ls.-algebra lift of the
action to Z(M) and a cochain null-homotopy (h,f = & o a) to the complex of forms
restricted to degrees {1,...,m} are good candidates to generalize the construction of
a co-momentum map in symplectic geometry.

We begin with the definition of what a Homotopy Momentum Map is:

Definition 6.8 (Homotopy Momentum Map) Let (L, {l;}) be an Loo-algebra act-
ing by a on the pre-m-symplectic manifold (M,w). Let C(L)"™ := (S*L)m+t1—n- If the
action is multi-symplectic we get a cochain map f :=woa: C(L) — tr,, (Q*(M)). A
map h € Hom,e(C(L), Q% (M))-1 is defined to be a Homotopy Momentum Map for
the action if it defines a cochain null-homotopy

(h,f): C(L) —> trn(Q°*(M)).

0 ——(S*L)mt1 — 2*>(5 L)y ——=0

\quoé / / i(l)oé
0—> (M) —4 ~ 4 gmy

ﬁxgm(M) ——>0

Observe that Homotopy Momentum Maps do not ensure the actions to be pre-hamil-
tonian. Eventhough they represent a trully generalization of the concept of co-momen-
tum map in symplectic geometry, they go against the primary objective of momentum
maps: having hamiltonian actions and giving the associated hamiltonian form to the
image of a.

That is the reason why we would ask, at least, the image of L to be hamiltonian
(if not the whole image of S*(L)). We give the following definition.

Definition 6.9 (Homotopy Hamiltonian Momentum Map) Let h be a Homo-
topy Momentum Map given by (h,f): C(L) — tr,, (Q*(M)). h is called a Homotopy
Hamiltonian Momentum Map if (hol;)(L) = 0.

If the action is concentrated in aj, the existence of a Homotopy Hamiltonian Mo-

mentum Map already ensures that the action was pre-hamiltonian.
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Proposition 6.10 Let a: L O (M,w) be an Loo-algebra action. Let h be a Homotopy
Hamiltonian Momentum Map for the action. If a is reduced to a; then the action is

pre-hamiltonian.

Proof. Since a,»1 = 0 we have that ¢, , (yw = d(0) for every x € L®". Hence the
action is, in that case, pre-hamiltonian if and only if ¢, ,w is exact for every z € L.

But by assumption
lay (myw = d(hz) 4+ (eoh)z = d(h)z + (holy)(x) = d(h)z.

The action is then pre-hamiltonian. |

Another point of view is given by the following definition:

Definition 6.11 (Lo-Momentum Map) Let (L,{l;}) be an Lo-algebra acting by
a on the pre-m-symplectic manifold (M,w). An Lo, -Momentum Map, Fl, s an Lo -al-
gebra lift of the action to E(M)

/

L= tr,(X°(M))

%
2

Observe that the existence of an L.-Momentum Map implies that the

action is pre-hamiltonian (hence multi-symplectic) and strict.

Definition 6.12 (Hamiltonian action) Leta: L O (M,w) be an Lo -algebra action.

We say that a is hamiltonian if there exists an Lo,-Momentum for the action.

By Lemma [£.13] we know that an L..-Momentum Map is the same as an Loo-mor-
phism h: L — E(M) which satisfies the generating form condition. We know that
the case where r = 1 can be treated differently since the graded vector spaces Z(M)

and Z(M) are unnecessarily big.

Definition 6.13 (Lo-Momentum Map) Let (L,by) be a Lie[1]-algebra concentrated
in degree {1}which is acting by a on the m-symplectic manifold (M,w). An Ly,-Mo-
mentum Map, h is a lift of the action to Z°(M):

This Definition is the [0, Definition 5.1], where they call it Homotopy Mo-
mentum Map. This apparently inconsistency of the terminology does not happen as we
will see in the following paragraphs (observe that in [6] an action is an L,-morphism
towards X1 (M) so that a is always reduced to aj).
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The main result of this section is that, in the hypothesis of Proposition|6.10} not only
the action is pre-hamiltonian but also hamiltonian. In particular we will see that for a
non-graded Lie algebra acting on a pre-symplectic manifold the notions of L.,-Momen-
tum Map, Homotopy Momentum Map and Homotopy Hamiltonian Momentum map
coincide.

Theorem 6.14 Leta: L O (M,w) be a strict Lo,-algebra action such that (holy)(L) =

0. Then the following statements are equivalent:
1. h is a Homotopy Momentum Map.
2. h is a Homotopy Hamiltonian Momentum Map.
3. ¢oh is an Leo-Momentum Map where ¢: Z(M) —s Z(M).

Proof. The equivalence between 1 and 2 is given by Proposition [6.10| while the equiv-
alence between 2 and 3 follows from Corollary [ |

As a Corollay we give obstructions for this last Theorem to hold independently of
a and of h:

Corollary 6.15 Let a: L O (M,w) be an Loo-algebra action on a pre-symplectic

manifold such that Iy = 0. Then the following statements are equivalent:

1. h is a Homotopy Momentum Map.
2. h is a Homotopy Hamiltonian Momentum Map.
3. h is an Loo-Momentum Map.

Proof. It follows from (M,w) being pre-symplectic that a is reduced to a;. Since
I; =0 it is clear that (holy)(L) = 0. Now we are in the hypothesis of Theorem
which we can apply in order to get the desired result. |

Obstructions for the existence of Homotopy Momentum Maps for Lie[l]-algebra
actions have being given in [6]. A future line of investigation is the further study of

the obstructions of the existence of Homotopy Momentum Maps in the general case

(Definition and of Lo-Momentum Maps (Definitions and [6.13)).

6.4 Further remarks

We have characterized all the synchronized L.-algebra lifts of multi-symplectic L..-al-
gebra actions. But we have not included strong actions, nor characterized all cochain
null-homotopies. We have the following list of exceptions:

1. If we start with a strong action L Og (M,w) we will not be able to talk about
Loo-morphisms lifting 7 since the projection mg: Z(M)g — (X*(M), {vn}) is
not an Lo,-morphism). We could still talk about lifts outside of the category of
L.-algebras .
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Definition 6.16 (Strong L..-Momentum Map) Let (L,{l;}) be an Ly -al-
gebra stongly acting by a on the pre-m-symplectic manifold (M,w). An Lo,-Mo-
mentum Map, h, is a lift (not an Le-algebra lift)of the action to E(M)

) E(M)

/ L

L= tr,(X°(M))

2. We can also talk about cochain maps f := @Woad: C(L) — tr,,(2°*(M)) such that
woa#w(ay,...,a1). Cochain null-homotopies (h,woa): C(L) — tr,,(Q*(M))
can be considered, but they do not give an L,-algebra lift and we cannot conclude
that a is strict.

3. There is even another modification on the construction. We can take homo-
topies h such that h oe # 0. Those maps will not satisfy the generating
form condition since 3w = dh(z) + h(e(z)) for all x € S*°L (in particular
tayzw = dh(z) +h(l1(z)) for all z € L). In this case the action is not required to

be pre-hamiltonian.

But none of these arise in the case of non-graded Lie algebra acting on a pre-sym-

plectic manifold.

Proposition 6.17 Let G be a Lie group with connectd Lie algebra g acting by sym-
plectomorphisms on the pre-symplectic manifold (M,w). Then there is a one to one

correspondence between.:
1. Co-momentum maps for the action.
2. Loo-Momentum maps for the action.
3. Strong-L.-Momentum maps for the action.
4. Homotopy Momentum Maps for the action.

5. Homotopy Hamiltonian Momentum Maps for the action.

Proof. Since a Lie[1]-algebra has trivial 1-bracket we are in the hypothesis of Corollary
6.15] This shows the equivalence between 2, 4 and 5. Since g[—1] is concentrated in
degree {1} we have that strong L..-algebra actions, L.-algebra actions and symplectic
actions are the same. In the first section of this chapter we saw that co-momentum
maps could be understood as L,-algebra lifts of the action which shows the equiva-
lence between 1, 2 and 3. |
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