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EQUIVARIANT COMMUTATIVE STRINGY COHOMOLOGY
RINGS ON ALMOST COMPLEX MANIFOLDS

BOHUI CHEN, CHENG-YONG DU, AND TIYAO LI

ABSTRACT. In this paper, motivated by Chen—Ruan’s stringy orbifold theory
on almost complex orbifolds, we construct a new cohomology ring jfé‘} os(X)
for an equivariant almost complex pair (X, G), where X is a compact connected
almost complex manifold, G is a connected compact Lie group which acts on
X and preserves the almost complex structure.

1. INTRODUCTION

Stringy cohomology theory on orbifolds was motivated from physics and it is
discovered in mathematics by Chen-Ruan as the Chen-Ruan cohomology ring
HER(M) ([12]) in 2004, where M is an almost complex orbifold. For symplectic
orbifolds, this cohomology ring is the classical limit of the orbifold quantum co-
homology ring (cf. [11]). The main ingredient in Chen—Ruan’s ring structure is
the obstruction bundle whose fiber is interpreted as the cokernel of certain elliptic
operator. The computation of the obstruction bundle was later discovered by S.
Hu and the first author [10] for abelian case, and by Hu-Wang for general cases in
[23]. Their computations are crucial for our construction in this paper.

The ordinary equivariant cohomology theory could not detect the information
of subspace with finite stabilizer. Motivated by Chen—Ruan’s theory, it is expected
that if there exists a Chen—Ruan type equivariant theory when X is a compact
(almost) complex manifold which admits a connected compact Lie group G action.
We may call such a theory as an equivariant stringy cohomology theory for the
pair (X,G). When G is a finite group or G = T is a torus, the problem can be
perfectly solved. This is due to the fact that [g, g] = 0, where g is the Lie algebra
of G. However, when G is a connected non-commutative compact Lie group, the
problem is still open. In this paper, our goal is to construct such a theory.

We list the works related to equivariant stringy cohomology theory for the pair
(X,G).

(1) When G is finite, this is essentially the Chen—Ruan’s theory. Fantechi—
Gottsche ([18]) and Jarvis—Kaufmann-Kimura ([25]) studied the pair (X, G),
where G is a finite group. They show that the theory constructed is same
as the Chen—Ruan’s.
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(2) When G is an abelian group, the equivariant stringy cohomology theory
can be constructed by Goldin—Holm-Knutson ([22]) and it is applied to
study the Kirwan morphisms for stringy cohomologies. The idea appeared
also in [10]. Later, Becerra—Uribe [6] extended the constructions in [10, 25]
to (twisted) K-theory for both cases that G is either abelian or finite.

(3) When G is a non-abelian connected compact Lie group, there is an attempt
made by Edidin-Jarvis-Kimura [17]. They considered the case that G is
a reducible algebraic group, acting on an algebraic space X, and [X/G] is
an orbifold (hence the action has finite stabilizer). They used the formal
bundle TX — g to constructed the obstruction bundle hence is essentially
the theory of quotient orbifold [X/G]. Since such construction requires that
g — TX on X, X is very restrictive, e.g, X can not be compact.

There are some other works may relate to this problem and may shed light on it.
Let (X,w, G, u) be a symplectic manifold with a hamiltonian G-action, and p be
the moment map. Let M = X / G be the symplectic reduction. It is known that
the moduli spaces of symplectic vortices may give a Gromov—Witten type theory,
which people call the Hamiltonian Gromov—Witten theory (cf. [8, 27, 9, 28, 20]).
Recently, Chen-Wang-Wang’s work [13, 1] says that L2-Hamiltonian Gromov—
Witten theory implies a Gromov—Witten type theory on the orbifold M, and they
also introduce a new equation, so called the augmented symplectic vortex equation,
and use it to quantize the equivariant stringy cohomology for the pair (X, G) when
G is abelian (cf. [15]). However, we do not know if there are some way to overcome
the nonabelian case on this direction. Nevertheless, the work of symplectic vortices
inspires us to consider certain moduli space of degree zero. The construction in this
paper is based on this. Let (X, G) be a compact almost complex manifold pair,
i.e, X is a compact almost complex manifold and G is a connected compact Lie
group acting on X and preserving the almost complex structure. We construct a
cohomology ring %ﬂacs(X ) for the pair which we call the equivariant commutative
stringy cohomology ring. We make some remarks on the technical issues in our
construction.

(1) About the obstruction bundle: our construction of obstruction bundle uses
T X which is different from the construction in [17], where they used TX —g,
hence our construction works for any compact X without further assump-
tion.

(2) About the term “commutative” (cf. Definition 2.1): unlike the Chen—
Ruan’s construction, in the definition of equivariant commutative stringy

product in (3.7) we require elements in tuple (g1, ..., gm) are commutative
to avoid infinite summations. A similar consideration also appears in the
works of A. Adem and his collaborators (cf. [2, 3, 1, 1]).

This paper is organized as follow. In §2 we define the equivariant commuta-
tive stringy cohomology group. In §3 we construct the obstruction bundle and the
equivariant commutative stringy cohomology ring. Finally in §4 we study the re-
lation between equivariant commutative stringy cohomology ring and symplectic
reduction. As an application, we consider an orbifold M which is a symplectic re-
duction of a hamiltonian system (X, w, G, u) with G being connected and compact;
the equivariant commutative stringy cohomology ring of the pair (X,G) induces
a new stringy cohomology ring of the Chen-Ruan cohomology group of M. The
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appendix A provides a technical result of the existence of equivariant volume form
over certain bundles associated to a connected compact Lie group.

Acknowledgement. The authors thank Rui Wang and Yu Wang for useful dis-
cussions.

2. EQUIVARIANT COMMUTATIVE STRINGY COHOMOLOGY GROUP
ON ALMOST COMPLEX MANIFOLDS

2.1. Inertia manifolds. Let G be a connected compact Lie group acting on an
almost complex manifold (X, J) and preserving the almost complex structure J.
For an element g € G, denote by [g] the conjugate class of g in G. Denote the unit
element by 1 € G. Let Gf denote the subspace of all finite order elements in G.

Definition 2.1. For m € Z>1, we set

m . o m | 9gi,.--,9gm €GsNT for a mazximal torus T of G and
Gf E {g - (gl, 7gm) € Gf the subgroup (§)=(g1,....gm) generated by g is finite

and
(Gf']:={lg] | g € G}

to be the set of conjugate classes of m-tuples in G{* under the diagonal conjugation
action of G, i.e.

7] =91, 9m) := {hgh™' := (hg:h™*, ... hgmh™') | h € G}.
When m =1, G} = Gs, so we omit the superscript.

We endow each conjugate class [g] the subspace topology of Gf*. For a g € G
denote by Cg(g) the centralizer of g in G, or simply by C(g). We also set

C(g) =) Clag)
i=1
fora g = (g1,.-.,9m). Then we have a diffeomorphism [§] = G/C(g).
Denote the G-action on X by gz for a ¢ € G and an z € X.

Definition 2.2. For each [g] € [Gf"], we set

X[é] = {($,§)|§€ [Eﬂvgw: (glzv,...,gmw)z (JJ,,I‘)}

which is viewed as a submanifold of X x G{*. We call X[z an m-sector of (X,G).
We call X[y a twisted sector of (X,G) when m =1 and [g] # [1], and X}3) =
X x {1} the non-twisted sector.

For each m € Z>1 we set

X)) = || Xg
[glelGf]

to be the disjoint union of Xz over [g] € [Gf*]. We call IZ}(X) the m-inertia
manifold of (X,G). When m = 1 we call IL(X) the inertia manifold and
denote it simply by Ig(X).

G acts on 1Z(X) by h- (z,§) = (ha,hgh™"). It preserves every X(z.
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For a [g] € [G}"], fix a representative § = (g1, ..., gm), let
m
X9:= ] x¥
i=1

be the set of fixed loci of the subgroup (g) of G that are generated by ¢1,. .., gm,
where X9 is the fixed loci of g;-action on X. There is a C(§)-action on the product
space X9 x G given by

g+ (k) = (92, kg ™).
Let X9 X (g G be the quotient space of this action. Then G acts on X9 Xcg) G
by multiplying from the left to the second factor G.

Lemma 2.3. There is a G-equivariant diffeomorphism
¢ Xig) =X %oy G, (2, kgk™) > [k71 2, k]
with inverse map given by [x,h] — (h-x, hgh™!).

There are natural maps between m-sectors I7%(X), the inertia manifold IgX
and the ambient manifold X. We list them as follow:

Definition 2.4. (1) Form>1,e:I2(X) = X, (z,9) — .
(2) Form>2and1<i<m,
el]g(X)_)IG(X)’ (Ia(glv"'vgm))H(xvg’i)a
and
eOO‘[gL(X)%IG(X)v ($,§)’_>(=T,§oo),
where oo == g1+« --* gm, and
eo  IG(X) = Ia(X), (2,9 = (2,7,
(3) Form>2and1<1<m,
Ciy,oniy Igl(X) — Ié(X)v (CL‘, (917 s 7gm)) = (‘Ta (91’17 s 791'1))'
When 1 =1, we get those e; in (2).

All these maps are G-equivariant.

2.2. Equivariant commutative stringy cohomology group. We first describe
a degree shifting. For each point (z, g) € Ig(X), T.X decomposes into eigen-spaces
of g-action

LX= @ Tugs (2.1)

0<;j<ord(g)—1
where ord(g) is the order of g, and g acts on T}, 4 ; by multiplying
>V ey (2.2)

Definition 2.5. For each (twisted) sector X{g, the degree shifting is

J .
o= N s dime Ty,
0<j<ord(g)—1

Over each connected component of X4, this is a constant.

Now we define the equivariant commutative stringy cohomology group of (X, G).
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Definition 2.6. The equivariant commutative string cohomology group of (X, Q)

18
x—20(]
A (X) = @ 1y (xy),
l9]€[GH]

In this paper, we take R as the coefficient field of (equivariant) cohomology
group. One can also take Q or C. In the following we abbreviate “equivariant
commutative string cohomology” into “ECS-cohomology” for simplicity.

Remark 2.7. One should note that, up to now, all the definitions and constructions
work without the assumption on the commutativity of the tuples § = (g1,...,9m),
i.e. even if g1,..., gy do not lie in a maximal torus of GG, all the definitions and
constructions above work.

3. EQUIVARIANT COMMUTATIVE STRINGY COHOMOLOGY RINGS
ON ALMOST COMPLEX MANIFOLDS

In this section we construct a ring structure over the ECS-cohomology group.

3.1. Moduli space of degree zero maps. In this subsection we describe a moduli
space of certain degree zero maps. Take a [§] € [Gf"] and a representative § =
(g1,---,9m). In this subsection we always assume that m > 2. Set gy := g3} =
(1. gm)~t. We have an (m + 1)-tuple of positive integers 7 = (ro, 71, .. .,7m)
with 7; = ord(g;), which depends only on [¢] not on the representatives

There is an orbifold sphere S2, with (m+ 1) orbifold points z = (29, 21, , 2m)
such that the isotropy group at z; is Zn, the cyclic group of order r;, for 0 < i < m.
Denote this orbifold sphere by S := (52, Z,7). Sr depends only on [§]. Its orbifold
fundamental group has a presentation given by (cf. [5, 10, 12])

7P (Sr) = {0y Ay s Am Ao oo A =1, and A =1}
There is a group homomorphism
Y™ (SH) = G

given by ¥(\;) = g;, 1 =0,1,...,m. Let X = (M,.--,Am). Then we could denote
¥ by ¥(X) = §. Denote the kernel by N, which also depends only on [7]. The image
of ¢ is the subgroup (§) = (g1, ..., gm) of G. By Definition 2.1, (g) is a finite group.
Therefore there is a smooth closed Riemann surface 3, and an orblfold covering (cf.
[5, 10, 12])

T — Sp

with deck transformation group isomorphic to (g)
79" (S5) acts on X via the homomorphism 79™ (S7) —
Then we have

and m(X) = N. Therefore
(g), and N acts on X trivially.

DI
P (S7)/N - (d)
One can change the representative g of [§], hence (g), without changing N and X.
Consider the following space
f(E)=zeX,
Y(X)=g€lgl, } .

f is J-j holomorphic
and equivariant w.r.t.

=S

Miz = {(fn/)) (2, 4; 7™ (S7) = (X, J;G)
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The group Aut (3, 7§*®(S7)) of holomorphic automorphisms of 3 that commute with
the 7§ (Sy)-action acts on .#[z. Then we get the following moduli space

Mig) = Mg | Aut(Z, 77 (S)).

One could view this as a combination of the moduli space of certain orbifold pseudo-
holomorphic curves and Lhe moduli space of certain symplectic vortices. On the
other hand, G acts on .#3 by transforming the images of f and conjugating the
images of 1. This G-action commutes with the Aut(3, 79*®(S7))-action. Hence G
acts on .z

By allowing [g] varying in the whole [G}"] we get a moduli space

M= || Ay
[g1€lGP]

We have a natural map 7 : .#]5 — Mom+1 to the moduli space of (m + 1)-
marked smooth closed genus zero Riemann surfaces, by mapping an element [(f, ) :
(3,7, 7*2(S7)) — (X, J;G)] to the equivalent class of the coarse space of the orb-
ifold sphere Sy = ¥/(n$™(S7)/N) = £/(3). As the orbifold case (cf. [12]),
Proposition 3.1. We have (5 = Mo m11x X5, hence My = Mo mi1 <15 (X).
Moreover, Mz can be compactified into %[g] with

]m = ﬂ07m+1 X X[(ﬂ’ ]m = ﬂ01m+1 X Ig;l(X)
Lemma 3.2. We have obvious evaluation maps ev; : My — Ig(X) for i =
0,1,...,m and oo which factor through the following composition

proj e;

My = Mo X 1EH(X) — [3(X) — I6(X).
On My, fori=0,1,...,m, ev; is
[(f,4) (2,5, 77(S7) = (X, T G)] = (F(2), 90 = (M)
and evsy 18
[(£,0) = (2,4,78(S7)) = (X, J; Q)] = (F(3), 900 = ¥ (A5 1))
Restrict to each component we get ev; : %[ﬂ — X{g,1, fort=0,1,...,m and oco.

3.2. Obstruction bundle. In this subsection we define an obstruction bundle &,
for each moduli space .#,,. Consider a component .#[5 = Mom X X|g, and an
element

[(f,9) : (Z,4,79°(SR)) = (X, Q)] € M5 (3.1)
with image f(2) =2 € X and ¥(X) =§ = (¢1,---,9gm). Then g; -z = z and there
is a (g)-equivariant elliptic complex

0: Q%% T, X) — QYT f*T.X)
over X.. Consider its (g)-invariant part, which is also an elliptic complex over .
Then we get a space
HOVY (S, f T, X)),
This forms a bundle Oz over .4z, which is G-equivariant with respect to the
induced G-action on TX. Denote the disjoint union of all &z by O,.

Definition 3.3. We call 0,, the obstruction bundle over My,.
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We next give another description of &,,, which is similar to the K-theory de-
scription of the Chen-Ruan obstruction bundle obtained by Chen-Hu [10] and
Hu-Wang [23], see also [18, 22, 25, 6, 16]. Consider the element (3.1). As above,
suppose that w(X) =4¢=(91,---,9m) and f(X) = z. As in previous subsection,
we set go = Gt = (91--.9m) "' Let C(g) denote the center of the group (7). By
Definition 2.1, (§) is finite and C(g) = (g).

The tangent space T, X is a complex representation of (§). We decompose T, X
into direct sum of (g)-irreducible representations

X = @ Tun. (3:2)

AE()

—

Note that for 0 < ¢ < m, g; acts on Ty » for all A € (§). Since ord(g;) < 0o, Ty x
decompose into eigen-spaces of g;. Then we see that each eigen-space of g; is also
a representation of (§). Therefore by the irreducibility of T} », it is an eigen-space

of g;. Sofor¢=0,1,...,m, g; acts on each T, » by multiplying e2mwriV=T for g
number wy; € [0,1) N Q, called the weight'. Since ¢gogi . ..gm = 1, one has

wxo+wa1+...+FwWrm=0,0rl,or..., orm.

Define m + 1 formal vector spaces

Sgiw 1= @ wx; Ty n, for i=0,...,m.
Ae(@)

On the other hand, the normal spaces at  of X9 and X9 in X are

Nyz= @ Ten, for i=0,1,...,m,
AE(_/q:), wx,; >0 (33)
and Ng, = @ Tux
Ae(@), Tt wai>1
respectively. It is direct to see that
Sgi,w ® Sq.fl z = N(h'@' (34)
Moreover,
«([9]) = ranke S0 (3.5)
Lemma 3.4. The fiber of O, over a point [f,v] as in (3.1) is
PsroN= B (Lwi1) T
=0 )\E@, EZR:O wx,;>2 =0

These vector spaces form a G-bundle over My, and is isomorphic to O, as a
G-bundle.

Proof. After replacing the bundle TG® by T'X in the proof of [23, Theorem 3.2] we
get this lemma. ([

1Comparing with the eigen-space decomposition of T X under the g action in (2.1) and the
action weight in (2.2).
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3.3. Equivariant commutative stringy product. In this subsection we will use
the obstruction bundle &, over .#> = I1%(X) to define the equivariant commutative
stringy product (ECS-product) x.s over ¢ . (X).

All maps in Definition 2.4 decompose naturally into compositions of G-equivariant
embeddings and G-equivariant fiber bundle projections. For example, take a [§ =
(g15---59m)] € [GF']. For 1 < iy < ... <ip <m,set Giy,.. i, = (Giry---» i), WE
have the following diagram

X3 X c(3) G% X Ginseoiy, X (3) G Pir, ik X Tivsig X Gy . o) G
G/C(9) G/C(Gir,....ix )
(3.6)

where

® &, . i, Is obtained from the C(g)-equivariant inclusion XT s XTiroin,
hence is a G-equivariant embedding,

® iy it XGiroin, xc@G — X Giro ik X (g, ik)G is the pull back bundle
of G/C(§) — G/C(§i,....ir,)s Which is also a G-equivariant projection of
fiber bundle.

Then by the natural G-equivariant diffeomorphism in Lemma 2.3, the above di-

agram decompose the map e;, ., : Xz — Xz, | into the composition of
€ir,.ip AN Piy, iy -
Denote the normal bundle of the embedding €;,,...;, by Ne, , . Denote the
fiber-wise G-equivariant volume form of the fibration G/C(§) — G/C(gi,,...i,,) by
VOl(gil »»»»» ik g)

(We will prove the existence of such G-equivariant volume form in the appendix, see
Theorem A.3.) Then via the vertical map in Diagram (3.6) we pull this volume form
to the G-equivariant fibration p;, _;, : X%i1ix Xc@g G — XTiroik XC(Giy, i)
to get the fiber-wise G-equivariant volume form for this fibration. We still denote
the pull-back volume form by vol(gi, ... ., 9)-

All these notations above apply to other maps e, e;, e, in Definition 2.4.

Definition 3.5. For o; € Hj(X\y,)),1 = 1,2, we define the ECS-product of a1 and
ag to be

Q] ks Qg 1= Z Doo, % [éooy* (ei‘al A esag A eg(ﬁ[ﬁ])) A Vol(iﬂl007 B) .

(R]=[h1,h2]€[G7]
[hi]=[g],i=1,2

(3.7)

The RHS is a finite sum, since a maximal torus of G intersects with every conjugate
class [g] in G finitely. The push forward és . is obtained by wedging equivariant
Thom form, and ps . 1S obtained via integration along fiber (cf. [19, 21]). In
particular, pao (vol(hoo, h)) = 1. Denote the summand on RHS by (o *cs o2) 7

Remark 3.6. The commutativity of § ensure the finiteness of the sum in the defini-
tion of “x.s” and the existence of fiber-wise G-equivariant volume form vol(ho, h).

Our main theorem in this section is
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Theorem 3.7. The ECS-product xcs over 75 . (X) is associative.
Proof. Take a; € H¢(Xg,)) for i = 1,2,3. We next show that
(Q1 *es 2) *es Q3 = 1 e (Q2 *es O3).

By definition, the LHS is

Qi ke O *csa:( a*csa)ﬁ*csa
( 1 2) 3 Z . 1 2 0 3
[A]=[h1,h2]€[GF],

[hi]=lgi],i=1,2

= ((041 *cs a2)[ﬁ] *cs 043)[;;]

= Z (1 %es a2)[ﬁl,2] *es ag)[fllzﬁ]

[R]=[R1,h2,h3]€[GE],
[hi]=[g:],i=1,2,3

where 115 = (h1,h2) and higs = (hihs, hs). The third equality follows from the
fact that all maximal torus are conjugate and a maximal torus intersects with a
conjugate class finitely. Similarly, the RHS is

a1 *eg (042 *cs 043) = Z (041 *cs (042 *cs 043)[52,3])[51,23]

[R]=[R1,h2,h3]€[GE],
[hi]=[g:],i=1,2,3

with }2273 = (hg, hg) and 51123 = (h,l, h,th).

Now fix an [h] € [G?] with representative h = (h1,h, hs). We compare the
contribution ((aq *es ag)[ﬁm] *es a3)[ﬁ12,3] with (g *es (g *es a3)[52,3])[ﬁl’23]. We
have the following commutative diagram of maps

XM o) G === XM x o ) G X2 o 0 G XMz X ony,) G

/ T
P1,2 A P1,2 B P1
ha Rz € hia N P12,3 hi2 .
X" Xc(hy) G X X GE—=— X2 x ) G X X C(nas)
€1,2 C él\J\ D é1
RS P P ),
Xh % G(L> Xhlz 3 X 12,3 Xh12 3% o
C C(h12,3)
/ / .,
Xﬁao P12 3 th G
Xc(h) C(h12 3) XC(hs)
G
Poo
Poo
Xhoo <, G
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Now we compute ((cv1 *cs ag)[hl o] Xes ozg)[,;lm] and (aq *es (@2 *es 0‘3)[%,3])[!?1,23]'

(a
First, since Ao = (h12,3)00 We have

((041 *cs 042)[;'{1’2] *cs 043)[;;12,3]

= Doox {éoo)* (ef[(al *es ag)[ﬁm]] A esaz A eg(ﬁ[ﬁlm])) A vOl(hoo, h1273)} .
For ef[(aq *es 0‘2)[ﬁ1 2]], by using the above commutative diagram we get

e1l(on *es 042)[}21,2]] = €1 o pi[(on *es 042)[;;1 2]]

Dcﬁniﬁon3-5 ~% * = * * O~ 1 h h
tc €] 0 PT © Poo,« Eooleian Aesaz Aea(O; s I Avol(hiz, ha o)
h

B ~% ~ *

= €] ©P12,3,% (pyfy2 0 €oo,xl€]1 N €S2 A eg(ﬁ[h ])] A vol h12 35 ))
A ~% ~ * * r
= €1 0 P12,3,x (eoo,* o pigleTon Aezan A ec(ﬁ[hl ])] A V01 h))
D ~% ~ * * r
= P12,3, (61 © €oo,x 0Pl ple1on A €302 Aea (O, )] Avol( (h12.3, h))

o

D12,3,% (612,3,* (é?z opigleton Aeyaz Aea(Oy; s ) Nea(Erzs) )

/\VO].(]_7:12)3, ]_7:))

P12,3,% (512,3,* (6*{,2[5{@1 Nesan Nea(O, ) A €G(E12,3)]>
/\VOl(}ﬁL‘lzg, E)),

where E12 3 is the equivariant counterpart of the excess bundle (cf. [30]) for the
intersection X123 N Xh2 = X in XM2 that is

Buog = [(NX"2]X"2) oz © NXF X729 ) x5 G

C(h)
Then we get
(a1 e a2)[51,2] *es 043)[512‘3]
= Doo |:éoo,*{p12,3,* (512,3,* (6?72((3?041 A esag A eG(ﬁ[ﬁml) A 6G(E12,3)))

/\VO].(;L»12737 ﬁ)) A\ 6;043 A\ 60(@@12’3])} A\ VOl(ﬁoo, 51273)]

Z Doo, {p12,3,*{500,* (512,3,* (e*{oq Aesas A esas A ec(ﬁ[gl,ﬂ X[m)
Mea(Of |, A ¢6(F123))) ) Avol(haz, F) } A vol(hic, Frzs)|
s Poo |:éooy*{é12)31* (e’{al A esag A ejas
Nea(O, . DO, X & E12,3))} AvOl(Ra, ﬁ)}

[+

Poo,+ {é%* (e}‘al A esag A ejag A €G(ﬁ[ﬁl 2]‘ ® 0, 3]‘ & E12,3))
X X

AvOl(Bo, ﬁ)] .
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Here we also have used commutative diagrams similar to

X[H1,2] = X XC(51,2) G : XM XC(hi) G = X[hi]
e1,2T /
X[E] = X}; XC(E) G.

By the same computation we get
(051 *ecs (042 *cs 053)[;‘{2’3])[;‘{1123]

= Poo, {éoo,* (6;041 A 6;0&2 A 630&3 A eg(ﬁ[ﬁ2’3] < [S2) ﬁ[ﬁl 23] < (&%) Elﬁgg))
7] ' (7]

Avol(Froo, E)}

with E 23 being the equivariant counterpart of the excess bundle for the intersection
Xhras  Xhes = XFin Xhes,

We next compare ﬁhl 2]|Xh] e0 [Firs 3]|Xh] @ E12 3 with ﬁh2 3]|X Q0 [ 23]|Xh] &)
Eq23. We will give a G-eqmvarlant G-isomorphism between thelr ﬁbers which

implies a G-isomorphism between these two G-bundles over X - Consider a point
(¢,h) € Xy with h = (b1, ha, hg). Let hoo = hihohs, ho = h!, hiz = haha, hos =
hahs. Then ]_7:1,2 = (h1, ha), 512,3 = (h12_: hs), 52,3 = (ha, hs), 51,23 = (h1, ho3). By
Lemma 3.4, the fiber of & , over (%, h1,2) is

Shix © Shyw ® 81, © N

h12:E

and the fiber of ﬁ[ﬁlz,s] over (z, 512)3) is
Sh12,:E @ Sh3,m @ Sho,m e N

hi2,3,®
Using the notation in (3.3), the fiber of Eyp3 at (z, h) is
xF|xhes = N,

h12:E

h h
@iy XX O N gy

Then by (3.4) we see that the fiber of O, ]|X[71] &0 |X @ By 03 at (z,h) is
Shyo D Shyz @ Shl 1. O Nh1 . D Shig,x ® Shgﬂz
D Shpw © Nh 12,2 S¥ NH1,2,I ) Nh12,3 O Nhina © Nﬁ,z

=Sh1,0 D Shyw D Shy,z D Sho,e © Nﬁ,m = ﬁ3|(m,ﬁ)

N, @ Ny

hi2,3

© Nhpow © Nﬁ,m

[A12,5]

Similarly, the fiber of O J[x . ® O lx; @ B3 at (z,h) is
Shlyw & ShZSyI @ Sho@ © th 3,z @ Shz@ @ Shs@
@ Sh;;),l,w 6 NEQ,?, Nhlg 3,T @ NEng,;E @ Nh23>1 6 N};7m
:Shl,m S Shg,ac S Shs,LE @ Sho@ © N}_{,z = ﬁ3|(m,ﬁ)
Obviously, all these computations are G-equivariant. Therefore
[h1 2] |X [R] ® ﬁh12 3] |X[h] ® E12 3= [h2 3 |X EB ﬁ[h1,23] |X[7L] ® E1>23’ (38)

which implies

((al *es 052)[;;1’2] *es 053)[512,3] = (051 *es (042 *cs 043)[52,3])[;;1’23]
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for any [h] € [G3] with [h;] = [g;]. Consequently, the ECS-product % is associative.
O

Proposition 3.8. The ECS-product x.s preserves the shifted degree. Moreover, it
s super-commutative, i.e.

Q] Kes iy = (_1)dcga1 deg az

Qg keg (X1
Proof. Using the notation in Definition 3.5. Then we need to show that

deg(an *es az) ) + 2u([hahe]) = degar + 2u([g1]) + degaz + 2u([g2]),  (3.9)
for h = (h1, ho) € G? with [h;] = [g;],i = 1,2. By the definition of *s,
deg(ay *cs a2)[m = deg a; + deg as 4 rank ﬁ[ﬁ] + rank NXH|Xhlh2
= deg a; + deg as 4 rank ﬁ[ﬁ] +rank N 7 —rank Ny pp,-
By Lemma 3.4 we have
rank ﬁ[fz] =rank S, (4, py)-1 +rank Sy p, + rank S; p, — rank Nmﬁ'

Therefore by (3.4) we have

deg(aq *cs ag)m

= degay +degaz +rank S, (4, p,)-1 + a0k Sy py + rank Sy p,

—rank Nz,ﬁ + rank Nz,ﬁ —rank Ny p, b,
= dega; + deg g —rank Sy p,p, +rank Sy p, +rank Sy g,

Then (3.9) follows from (3.5), i.e. ¢([g]) = rankcSy 4.
The second assertion follows from the fact that the rank of &5 and the degree of
vol(heo, h) are both even. O

Example 3.9. When G = T is a torus, /7%, (X) = @,cq, H* 2 (X"), where T
is the subgroup of finite order elements. The diagram (3.6) becomes

N € i . Piy,..., ik =id

XIC VR X G,

So €y,...ip, = €iy,...i,, and the volume form is trivial. So
* *
1 kg V2 = €00, (61041 A\ €o02 A eG(ﬁFj))

for a; € Hyp(X9),i = 1,2, where § = (g1,92). This product coincides with [22,
Definition 3.3]. The ring 7 . (X) is the I'-subring of the inertia cohomology (cf.
[22, Definition 6.11]).

4. EQUIVARIANT COMMUTATIVE STRINGY COHOMOLOGY RING
AND SYMPLECTIC REDUCTION

In this section we consider the ECS-cohomology rings for hamiltonian symplec-
tic manifolds and its relation with the Chen-Ruan cohomology of the symplectic
reduction orbifolds.
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Let (X,w, G, 1) be a hamiltonian system with G being connected and compact.
By choosing a G-invariant, w-compatible almost complex structure J we get the
ECS-cohomology ring for (X, G)

* *—20 (¢
Koo X) = P HG P (X10), es
[9]€(GH]

This ring does not depend on the choices of J, since the space of G-invariant,
w-compatible almost complex structures on X is path connected.

Now suppose 0 € g* is a regular value of . Denote the level set by Y := u=1(0).
The normal bundle of Y in X is a trivial bundle Y x g*. By symplectic reduction,
there is an induced symplectic form wyeq on the reduction M := [Y/G] = X / G.
A G-invariant, w-compatible almost complex structure J on X induces an almost
complex structure J on M that is compatible with w;,.q. Then we get the Chen—Ruan
cohomology ring for the symplectic orbifold M.

In this section we first construct a ECS-cohomology ring (7 . (Y) for the pair
(Y, G), and show that the natural inclusion ¢ : ¥ < X induces a surjective ring
homomorphism i* : ¢ . (X) — H¢ (V) in in §4.1. Then in §4.2 we show that
we have a natural group isomorphism 7 . (Y) = H¢ z(M), and in general it is not
a ring isomorphism with respect to the ECS-product and the Chen—Ruan product.
Moreover, we found that by modifying the hamiltonian system (X, w, G, ) we could
assign the Chen-Ruan cohomology group H (M) infinite different ring structures
that are different from the Chen-Ruan product, and the resulting ring structures
are compatible with the ECS-cohomology ring. See Remark 4.9.

4.1. ECS-cohomology ring for (Y, ). Following the Definition 2.2 we define
the m-sectors of (Y,G).

Definition 4.1. For m € Z>i, we set the m-sector of (Y,G) to be I} (Y) :=
Uigrerey Yia with

Yig ={(,9 €Y xG"g-y=(y,...,9)}.

When m =1 we also omit the superscript. G also acts on Yg.

Let Y9 = N,Y9% be the fixed loci of § = (g1,...,9m). We also have a G-
equivariant diffeomorphism Y[z = Y9 Xc(5 G-

Leti: Y — X being the inclusion map as submanifold. Then one can see that for
m € Z>1, I#(Y) is a G-invariant submanifold of Ij¥ (X). We denote the inclusion
also by . We could restrict those natural maps between I7(X) in Definition 2.4
to IZ(Y), and get natural maps between I (Y). We use the same notations. For
example we have the commutative diagram

€1,€2,€00

IZ(X) Io(X)

(4.1)

€1,€2,€00

IZ(Y) 1Y),

with the lower e1,es and eo, being the restriction of the upper e, e; and ey, re-
spectively.
We restrict the degree shifting ¢([g]) to I¢(Y) and still denote it by ¢([g]).
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Definition 4.2. We define the ECS-cohomology group of (Y,G) as

K (V)= P B2 (vy).
[9]€[Gy]

We restrict the obstruction bundle @5 over IZ(X) to IZ(Y), and denote it by
03 . On the other hand, there is a G-equivariant bundle €4 over IZ(Y) whose fiber
at a point (y, §) is ¢ © %, where goo = g192 for § = (g1,92); ¢;  and c} are the
dual of the Lie algebras of the centralizer C(§oo) and C(g) respectively. We set

oy =0 @,

and denote the components of €3, €3 and €3 over Y[z by ﬁ&%, ﬁi% and Cry
respectively.

We next define the product over S (V). We also decompose the natural map
€oo : Yig) = Yig.] for § = (g1, 92), into

}/57 XC(Q') G(L Y§°° XC((]’) G L ng xC(!?oo) G.

The projection ps : Y9 Xc@g G — Y9 X (gw) G is also the pull back of the
bundle po : G/C(§) = G/C(Joo). Therefore there is a fiberwise G-equivariant

volume form for p.,, which is also denoted by vol(Goo, §)

Definition 4.3. For o; € H*(Y,,1),i = 1,2, the ECS-product of them is

O] *es Qg 1= Z Poo,x [éoo7*(e*1‘a1 A ejag A eg(é[%])) A vOl(hoo, h)
h=[h1,h2]€[G7],
[gi]:[hi]vizlvz
Theorem 4.4. The ECS-product %.s over #¢ . (Y) is associative and preserves
the shifted degree. Moreover it is supper commutative.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of the associativity of *.s over f%fé"cs(X )

in Theorem 3.7 and Proposition 3.8. The main part is to prove that over a 3-sector

Y, with b = (h1, ha, h3), b2 = (h1,h2), hias = (haha, hs), ha,s = (h2, hs) and
51123 = (h1, hohs), there is a G-equivariant isomorphism

Y 5Y 5Y ~ Y 5Y

By @ O ®OG }Ym = El 3 @ Op; (4.2)

»Y
@0
1,2]}3/[5] 2,3]’3/[;3] [’11,23]’3/[5]7

where EY, 3 and EY 55 denote equivariant counterpart of the excess bundles for Y,
which is similar to the Eq2 3 and Ej 23 for X. For example

E]?/Q,3 _ [(NYHI’2|Y}H2)|YE o NYH|YHI2’3] XC(};) G.

Since the normal bundle of Y is X is the trivial bundle Y x g*, one have
Efz,s =Fi23|y7 © C%m &) C%lm o, O c;‘;oo,
EY 93 =E1 23]y @ oy © sy © Chas © G
where for example, c%m is the dual of the Lie algebra of the centralizer C (51,2) and

hia = hihg = (h1.2)se-
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From the computation in the proof of Theorem 3.7 and (3.8), we see that over a

-

point (y,h) € Yi we have an equality of fibers

Y »Y ~Y
E1273 © ﬁ[fll,ﬂ |Y[;;] & ﬁ[ﬁm,s] |Y[;:]

= S @B % * * .
= FEugslyi @ G, PG, O, O B O -

696[};12] ® ﬁ[ﬁlz,s] ‘Ym @ €[}‘7;12,3]

— E12,3|yﬁ S5} ﬁ[ﬁl,z] ‘Y[f?] ® ﬁ[ﬁlz,s] ‘Y[E]

=" Eilyn ® ﬁ[ﬁl,zsl‘Ym @ ﬁ[ﬁz,s]‘Ym

_ Y »Y 7Y
= Einoop ’Ym SO0G ’Ym'

Obviously, this equality is G-equivariant. Then we get the G-equivariant isomor-
phism of bundles (4.2) over Y- Therefore ., is associative on 75 (Y, G).

The second assertion follows from the same computation in Proposition 3.8 and
the fact that for an h € G%,

C(h) G

= [(NY™M2|x"2)| sz & NYP X x ) G
= [c212 © C%] ><C(ﬁ) G

(NXT|xM2)|, 0 & NYRYhe] x

In fact, by this equation we get that for o; € H¢,(Y]y,)) we have

deg (o *es ) + ([g192])

Definition 4.3 deg oy + deg ay + rank @) + 1([g1g2]) + rank €z + rank NY |y 9=

(43) deg oy + deg as + rank 0 + ([g192]) + rank N X 9| X 9

Proposition 3.8
- deg a1 + 1([g1]) + degaz + ([g2]).

Since the degree of e (0 ) and vol(hoe, 1) are both even, the third assertion follows.
The proof is accomplished. O

Remark 4.5. From the construction of (7 . (Y),%cs) we see that, we do not
need the ambient symplectic manifold X to be compact, but only the level set Y
being compact. That is, even if X is noncompact, the construction above works.

Theorem 4.6. The inclusion map i : Ig(Y) — Ig(X) induces a degree preserved,
surjective ring homomorphism

ZI* : (%C:;,cs(X)’*CS) - (%g,cs(y)a*cs)-

Proof. By Definition 2.6 and Definition 4.2, wee see that i* preserves the shifted
degree. The rest proof consists of two parts.

*

i* is surjective. First note that ¢ : Ig(Y) — Ig(X) decomposes into a disjoint
union of

ifg) 1 Y =Y Xo(g) G = X = X Xog) Gy ifg)([y, b)) = [ig(y), h]
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over all [g] € [Gf], where g € [g] is a representative of the conjugate class [g], and 74
is the inclusion map 44 : Y9 — X9 that embeds Y9 as a C(g)-invariant submanifold
of X9. Second, note that we have a commutative diagram

[*9]

HE (Yig) —— HE(Xg)

1

(Y9) —= H, (X9).

He Clg)

C(9)
Finally note that (X9,w) is a symplectic submanifold of (X,w), and C(g) acts on
it in a hamiltonian fashion with moment map being

plxe: X9 — ¢ C g7,

where ¢, the dual of the Lie algebra of C(g). Then 0 is also a regular value and
(|xs)7(0) = Y9. Therefore that the classical Kirwan map is surjective implies
that ¢ is surjective. So is irq].
i* is a ring homomorphism. Take a; € H*(X,,)) and ap € H*(X|y,), and
an h = (h1,h2) € G# such that [h;] = [g;]. Recall that heo = hiha. We have the

following commutative diagram
xhe———— yhoo
yh ———— yhe

with all vertical arrows being inclusions. This gives us the commutative diagram

€oo

= = Poo -
X" %o G XP Xy G = X" Xc(hy) G

O R

7z eOQ e pOO g

yh X G VS X o G Yheo X C(hi2) G

Note that we have ¢* 0 poo « = Poo,« © ¢* for the second square and
" 0 oon() = 124 {i*(-) Aec ([(NXH|XH°°)|Y5 o NYFYF=] x o G)}

for the first square. In fact (NXE|XE°°)|Y;, S NYE|YE°° is the excess bundle for
the intersection of X" NY">~ = Y" in X"~ By (4.3),
(NXFXF)| s & NYFY <] x - G =€

c(h) A

Therefore for we have
i* [(041 *cs 042)[;{]}

L. = N -
Definition 3.5 . [poo,* (ém,*(ei‘al A esag A eg(ﬁ[m)) A vOl(hoo, h)

)

B Doo,* [z* (éoo,*(e’{al A esag A eg(ﬁm))> A vOl(hoo, ﬁ)}
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A ~ k(% * * 7 _'
= Doox {eoo)* (z (efon Aesas A eg(ﬁm)) A eg(Q[H])) A vol(heo, h)}
= Doo, {éoo)* (z* oejar ANi*oesas A i*(eg(ﬁ[ ])) A eg(C[ ])> A vOl(Boe, ﬁ)]
4.1 ~ * [ x * [k * 7 7
D pee [ (€17 a1) A €307 a2) A ec(0) Aec(€y)) Avolle, )|
Definition 4.3 - - .
= (i *es @ ag)[h].
This implies i* (a1 *¢s 2) = i*@q *¢s "2, So ¢* is a ring homomorphism. O

4.2. Comparing J(; . (Y) with Hfp(M). The underlying group of Hg (M) is
the singular cohomology group of its inertia orbifold IM. Since M is a quotient
orbifold, we have (cf. [5, 10, 12])

= || My= [] vYcy
l91€(GH] l91€(GH]
So we have
Hip(M) = € H*(Y?/Clg)).
[91€[G]
By the definition of ECS—cohomology group, we have
*—2u([g] *—2u([g]
HeeV) = D He (g = D He )
l91€(GH] lg]€lGr]
Note that there is a natural projection map
m:Ig(Y) — IM (4.4)
by projecting Yig = Y9 x¢(4) G to Y9/C(g) for each [g] € [Gs]. For each [g] € [GY],
7 induces a projection over the Borel construction
T (Y‘q Xc(g) G) xqg EG — Yg/C(g), (4.5)
which we still denote by 7. Since 0 € g* is regular, the G-action on Y is locally
free, so is the C(g)-action on Y9, hence has finite stabilizers. Then for g € Gf we
have a group isomorphism
T HY(Y9/C(g)) = HEg) (YY),
since the fiber of 7 in (4.5) is rationally acyclic. By summing over [Gf] we get a
group isomorphism
7 Hop(M) — HE (V). (4.6)
In general, for every m € Zx; there is a projection map from the m-inertia
manifold I7%(Y') to the m-inertia orbifold 1M of M

T IEY) 1M = | ] Mg =[] Y9/0(9),
Geiem] @elGm]

which maps Yz = Y9 x¢(5 G to Y9/C(§), where [G™] is the set of conjugate
classes of m-tuples of elements® of G. When m = 1, 7' = 7 in (4.4). Note that

2Here we do not need the assumption on the finiteness of the orders since now the G-action
on Y is local freely. For an infinite order element g, the fixed loci Y9 is empty.
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generally the map 7™ is not surjective for m > 2. The image of 7™ is

LI M@
[glelGr]
There would be m-sector Mg of M with g ¢ Gf*. We denote the image of 7" by
I™M. By only using I2M we could modify the Chen—Ruan product over HEp(M)
by setting®
(e%1 OCR Qg = Z éoo)*(é’{al A\ é;OéQ A\ G(O%R))
[glelGr]

for ar, a0 € HER(M), where ¢; : Y9/C(g) — Y9 /C(g;) with i = 1,2, 00, are the
evaluation maps, and ﬁ[(gﬂ]R is the Chen—Ruan obstruction bundle over the 2-sector
Miz. This is a truncation of the original Chen-Ruan products in [12]. Since [G{"]
is closed under multiplication (see the proof of Theorem 3.7) we see that Ucg
also gives rise to a ring structure over H}p(M). We call the resulting ring the
commutative Chen—Ruan cohomology ring, and denote it by HER)CS(I\/I). When
G =T is a torus, this is just the Chen-Ruan cohomology ring.

Proposition 4.7. When G is a nonabelian connected compact Lie group, generally
the group isomorphism
L HE'R,CS(M) - %C?,cs(y)

does not preserves the shifted degree and the products, hence is not a ring isomor-
phism.

Proof. For the first assertion take a g € G¢. Without loss of generality, we assume
that Y9 is connected. The degree shifting of 77 ., (Y') associated to [g] is obtained
from the g-action on T, X for some z € Y9 C X9. The degree shifting of Hf (M)

associated to [g] is obtained from the g-action on Tj;M, where [z] means the orbit
of x in Y. It is well-known that

with gc = g @ g*. Suppose that gc decompose into eigen-spaces of g-action

gc = @ gc.i
0<i<ord(g)—1
Then the difference between the degree shifting for 77 . (Y') and the degree shifting
for H¢ (M) associated to [g] is

{ .
Z m dlm(c EC,ia
0<i<ord(g)—1 9

which is in general nonzero*.

We next consider the second assertion. Take two classes a; € H*(M,)) =
H* (Y9 /C(g:)) for i = 1,2. Denote by ; := 7", the images in H¢,(, ) (Y9). Set
d = (91,92). Then we have

a1 Ucpas = Z oo, (é*{al A esas U e(ﬁ[%R)) .
[R]=[(h1,h2)]€[GF],
[hil=[g:],i=1,2
3See for example [12, 5, 10, 23] the expression of Chen—Ruan product.

“When G is abelian, the adjoint g-action on g¢ is trivial. Hence the difference is zero.
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On the other hand

BiresBo= D poos (Ben(€iBi A Aea(6Y)) Avollin, ).

[R]=[(h1,h2)]€[GP],
[1] [‘71]7’ 12

We next show that 31 *¢s B2 # 7* (a1 Ucg a2) generally. We compare their compo-
nents for every [h] = [(h1, h2)] € [G?] satisfying [h;] = [g:],7 = 1, 2.
For an h € G? we have a commutative diagram

Vi = (V" x o G) === Y= 5 G225 Vi =

7] Foo) & = Vi)
ﬂl \ l (4.7)
My = Y7 /C(h) fo My = Y= /Clho).

Denote the normal bundle of €., by Nz_, and the normal bundle of € by Ns__
for simplicity. We have seen that over Y[E] there is a bundle @E‘E]. Denote its dual

bundle by Q:[E]' Then we have
Ne_, EBQ[,-L‘] = Ng_..

We also pull back the Chen—Ruan obstruction bundle to Ym. Take a point z € vk,

Then we get a point [z] € Y% /C(l) C 1M via the natural projection 7 : IZ(Y) —
I2M. The fiber of ﬁ[%] at (z,h) is

len® D (Zwm— ) Tox
>‘€<FL>7 ;n:owx,iZQ

where SN re () Lo is the irreducible decomposition of T, X under the <ﬁ>-action.

Recall that T, X = Tj;jM @ gc, and by the computation in [23, Theorem 3.2], the
obstruction bundle ﬁ[cmR has fiber over [x] being

@ (iwm — 1) “Tax

Ae(R), Smows 22 0

where 69/\6(7?) T, is the irreducible decomposition of 7j,;M under the (h)-action.
One see that

[h]lwh—i— B Z (Zw,\,z‘—l)'gc,,\

ARy, Sitg w22
forms a G-bundle over Y[E]v where GBAG(/H\) gc,» is the irreducible decomposition of
gc under the (h)-action. We denote this bundle by V(- Then over Yz, we have

* 2CR
Oy =m0 @ Vg

Therefore

(B1 *cs BQ)[E] = pm,*([efﬁ*al Nesm as A Og(n* Nz ) A 9G(¢[g])
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CR z e
Nea(Vig) Aea(n® 05)] Avol(fie, 7))

On the other hand, by the triangle in the commutative diagram (4.7) we have
7 (1 Ocn a2y = Poc.s (17 [eocn(E0 A €302 U e(0G)] A vol(fine, 7))
It is direct to see that efm* a1 Aedm* e AO g (7* Ne_ ) Aeg (™ ﬁ[CH]R) corresponds to the

p* [éooy*(é}‘al A€y U e(ﬁ[%R))] . Therefore, the difference between 7*(ay Uc g ag)[m
and (1 *cs Bg)[m is determined by @G(Qﬁ[ﬁ]) A eg(Vm). When G is non-abelian,
these two bundles have non-zero equivariant characteristics generally. Therefore i*
is not a ring homomorphism in general. O

Example 4.8. When G =T is a torus,

e 7" preserves the shifted degree, since the T-action on its Lie algebra is
trivial;

® Do = id and ey = €o for the decomposition e = poo © €oo (cf. (3.6));

e I™M = I""M and Uc g coincides with the original Chen—Ruan product Ucg;

e the commutative diagram (4.7) reduces to

YE xp T 520 Yhoo sp T — 4y Yheo s T

| S |

Yh/T Coe Yheo /T,

Then we see that both Qf[ﬁ] and V[H] are zero bundle. Therefore, for this case
7" is a ring isomorphism between 77 . (Y) and the Chen-Ruan cohomology ring
H{ R (M). In fact, for this case, Y is a T-equivariant stable almost complex manifold,
and A (V) is the I-subring of the inertia cohomology. Then by combining with

Theorem 4.6 we recover [22, Corollary 6.12].

Remark 4.9. Via the group isomorphism (4.6), we could transfer the product .
to HEp(M). With this new ring structure, we get a surjective ring homomorphism

%5,08()() ;> %Ci:,cs(y) i>_ (HéR(M)7*(:s)-

We view this as a Kirwan morphism for ECS-cohomology ring.

It is obvious that, different hamiltonian systems would have the same symplectic
reduction orbifold. For example, Let (X;, w;, Gi, p;) be two hamiltonian systems for
1 =1,2, and 0 € g; be regular values of y; for i = 1,2. Suppose that the reduction
symplectic orbifolds satisfy

17 (0)/G1] = [u3(0)/Go] = M.

Then we get two ring structures over the Chen-Ruan cohomology group H¢ (M)
via the group isomorphisms

HG, oo 1(0)) =2 HEp(M), for i=1,2.

Then by the same computations in the proof of Proposition 4.7 we see that these
two induced ring structure are not the same in general.
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So, if a symplectic orbifold M is a symplectic reduction of a hamiltonian system
(X,w,G, 1), we could get infinite ring structures over its Chen—-Ruan cohomology
group by simply enlarging the hamiltonian system (X,w, G, ) into

(X xT*H,w®d\,Gx H,u ® py)

for every connected compact Lie group H, where (T*H,d\, H, 1p7) is the canonical
hamiltonian system associated to the cotangent bundle of H, and A is the Liouville
form (cf. [7]).

APPENDIX A. EXISTENCE OF EQUIVARIANT VOLUME FORM

In this appendix we show the existence of the equivariant volume form that
we used in the definition of commutative stringy product. Let G be a connected
compact Lie group and T be one of its maximal torus. Let g and t be their Lie
algebra. G acts on G by conjugation and on g by adjoint representation.

Proposition A.1. For any h € T, there exists o € t such that C'(h) = C(«).

Corollary A.2. G/C(h) is a Kdhler manifold. Moreover, it has a G-equivariant
volume form QS .

Proof. Since G/C(«) is a (co)-adjoint orbit, it is K&hler and the G-action on it
is Hamiltonian. Denote its Kéahler form by w, and w, + pe be its equivariant
extension, where [, is the moment map for the Hamiltonian G-action on G/C(«).

Then (wWa + fta)? is an equivariant volume form, where d is the complex dimension
of G/C(a). O

Proof of Proposition A.1. Since T is abelian, its adjoint action on g induces a
splitting
g=teCi - ®Cy
and the action is given by 1 ¢1 & -+ @ ¢y. Let T; = {t € T | ¢;(t) = 1}, and for
any I C {1,...,k}, set
T = (T

icl
and Tz =T. Then T is stratified by

T =17\ |J T
JDI

Similarly, let t; be the Lie algebra of T; and t; forms a stratification of t.
Suppose that h € T}, then choose an a € t}. It is sufficient to show that ¢(h) =

¢(«) which implies that C(h) = C(a), since both C(h) and C(a) are connected
subgroup of G (cf. [24, Corollary 2, §3.1]). In fact,

c(h) ={¢ | heh™" =&}

Since h € T7, it fixes t and all C; for ¢ € I. Hence ¢(h) = t® ,.; C;. Similarly,
¢(«) is the same space. O

Theorem A.3. Suppose that hi,hs € T and h = (h1,h2). The fibration py :
G/C(h1,h2) = G/C(h1) admits a fiber-wise G-equivariant volume form vol(h, hy),

-

so p1«(vol(h,h1)) = 1.
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Proof. The fiber of p1 : G/C(h1,he) — G/C(h1) is C(h1)/C(h1,h2). Set K =
C(hy). Since hy and he commutes, hy € K. Hence C(hy, he) = Ck (he) and

C(h1)/C(h1, he) = K/Ck (h2).

By Corollary A.2, there exists a K-equivariant volume form QX on K/Ck (hs).
Note that

G/C(hl, hg) = K/CK(hQ) XK G.
For each point [h] € G/C(hy), write the fiber over [h] by Fj. Then by setting
vol(h, h)lr,, = h*Q for each point [h] € G/C(h1) we get this volume form

vol(ﬁ, hi). We can also get this volume form vol(ﬁ, hi1) via the canonical isomor-
phism

HE(G/C(hayhe)) = HE(K/Ck(he) Xk G) = Hig(K/Cr (ha)).
O

By induction on the length of h= (h1,...,hy), this theorem could be generalized
to G/C(h) — G/C(hi,.. 4,) and G/C(h) — G/C(hso). Therefore all kinds of
fibrations used in the definition of equivariant commutative stringy products have
fiber-wise G-equivariant volume forms.
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