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MORPHISMS OF DOUBLE (QUASI-)POISSON ALGEBRAS AND
ACTION-ANGLE DUALITY OF INTEGRABLE SYSTEMS

MAXIME FAIRON

ABSTRACT. Double (quasi-)Poisson algebras were introduced by Van den Bergh as non-commutative
analogues of algebras endowed with a (quasi-)Poisson bracket. In this work, we provide a study of
morphisms of double (quasi-)Poisson algebras, which we relate to the Ho-Poisson structures of Crawley-
Boevey. We prove in particular that the double (quasi-)Poisson algebra structure defined by Van den
Bergh for an arbitrary quiver only depends upon the quiver seen as an undirected graph, up to iso-
morphism. We derive from our results a representation theoretic description of action-angle duality for
several classical integrable systems.

1. INTRODUCTION

In the seminal paper [58], Van den Bergh laid the foundation of a noncommutative theory of Poisson
geometry based on double brackets. Starting with an algebra A over a field of characteristic zero k, he
introduced the concept of a double bracket as an operation A x A — A ® A satisfying noncommutative
rules of derivation and antisymmetry; this is done in such a way that the corresponding affine scheme of
representations Rep(4,n) carries an antisymmetric biderivation for each n > 1. An interesting class of
those structures are double Poisson brackets, which satisfy a version of Jacobi identity valued in A®3 so
that Rep(A,n) is now endowed with a Poisson bracket, in agreement with the ‘non-commutative principle’
of Kontsevich and Rosenberg [37, 38]. In fact, pushing this principle even further, Van den Bergh pointed
out that the existence of a distinguished element on A permits to understand the process of Hamiltonian
reduction of Rep(A,n) with respect to the natural action of GL, (k) directly at the level of the algebra
A. Due to this representation theoretic perspective, it seems interesting to examine the algebras endowed
with a double Poisson bracket, which are called double Poisson algebras. They have been the object of
several studies [5, 45, 46, 47, 48, 60], and our aim is to explore morphisms between double Poisson algebras.
Noting that Van den Bergh also introduced the analogous notion of double quasi-Poisson brackets [58, 59],
it is natural to extend our investigation to morphisms between the corresponding algebras, called double
quasi-Poisson algebras, which currently attract attention [3, 11, 12, 19, 20, 21, 25, 40].

A rich family of double (quasi-)Poisson algebras is associated with quivers [58] and encodes the Poisson
geometry of quiver varieties [43] as well as their multiplicative analogues [16]. These varieties possess
ramifications in numerous branches of mathematics (see e.g. [30, 35, 54] for quiver varieties), in particular
in the field of integrable systems. Indeed, in the complex setting it is known since 1998 and the work
of Wilson [61] that the phase space of the Calogero-Moser system can be realised as a quiver variety.
Moreover, similar constructions of phase spaces as quiver varieties have been obtained for other related
systems [6, 13, 57], and they have been extended to Ruijsenaars-Schneider systems using multiplicative
quiver varieties [11, 12, 19, 21]. Some of these papers used the formalism of double brackets to grasp
features of integrability directly on the path algebra of the relevant quivers. Thus, it raises the question of
determining if additional properties of these integrable systems can be realised at the level of the quivers.
This issue constitutes the main motivation behind our work, as we want to present a novel interpretation
of action-angle duality, which we explain now.

Let M and M’ be two manifolds of dimension 2n endowed with non-degenerate Poisson brackets such
that the n functions H, H on M, M’ define (Liouville) integrable systems, i.e. H and H' form sets of n
functionally independent Poisson-commuting elements. Let us furthermore assume that on a dense open
subset of each manifold, there exist canonical Darboux coordinates (g, p) or (¢, p’), and that there exists a
Poisson diffeomorphism ¥ : M — M’ such that (after restriction to dense subspaces) H' o ¥ only depends
on the coordinates ¢, while H o ¥~ only depends on the coordinates ¢’. Due to the assumptions, we
get action-angle variables! as follows. The coordinates ¢’ become the action coordinates of H while the
coordinates p’ become the angle coordinates of H, and the same is true for ¢, p and H’'. We thus say that

1By action-angle variables, we mean the existence of a set of 2n Darboux coordinates on a dense subspace of the
manifold such that the integrable system only depends on the first n coordinates, the action variables. This ensures that
the Hamiltonian flows are linearised with respect to the last n coordinates, the angle variables.
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the pairs (M, H) and (M’, H') are action-angle duals. This construction has been largely investigated for
systems of Calogero-Moser and Ruijsenaars-Schneider type following the pioneering work of Ruijsenaars
[52]. A widespread method used to unearth action-angle duality is the existence of two different slices in
a suitable orbit space defined by Hamiltonian reduction, such that each slice provides one of the two sets
of Darboux coordinates. This approach is inspired by the work of Kazhdan, Kostant and Sternberg [34],
and it has been considered both in the complex and the real settings, see [24, 26, 49, 51] and references
therein.

One of the aims of this work is to obtain a different point of view on duality where representation
theoretic considerations yield the action-angle map. Indeed, in view of the previous paragraphs, many
classical integrable systems for which action-angle duality is known are defined on (multiplicative) quiver
varieties. This leads us to the following natural question? :

Is it possible to understand action-angle duality in terms of relevant quivers?

We end this work by answering this question positively in Section 6, as we note that action-angle duality
can be realised at the level of quivers simply as a map “reversing arrows”. This is, for example, the case
for the well-known duality between the hyperbolic Calogero-Moser system and the rational Ruijsenaars-
Schneider system (see §6.2), or the self-duality of the hyperbolic Ruijsenaars-Schneider system (see
§6.4). Note that this simple point of view also allows to derive new instances of action-angle duality for
a generalisation of the rational Calogero-Moser system due to Chalykh and Silantyev [13] (see §6.1), or
a modification of the hyperbolic Ruijsenaars-Schneider system obtained jointly with Chalykh in [11] (see
§6.3).

The main tool needed to provide a precise construction of the action-angle duality maps is a study of
morphisms of double (quasi-)Poisson algebras, which forms the core of this text. We will deduce from
this formalism the following important result.

Theorem 1.1 (See Theorems 3.12 and 4.12). Up to isomorphism, the double (quasi-)Poisson algebra
associated with a quiver by Van den Bergh [58] only depends on the underlying quiver seen as an undirected
graph.

There exists a different notion of non-commutative Poisson structures due to Crawley-Boevey [14],
called Hy-Poisson structure, and we will show that morphisms of double (quasi-)Poisson algebras induce
morphisms of Hy-Poisson structures. If we work over an algebraically closed field of characteristic zero, we
will note as part of Proposition 5.9 that a morphism of Hy-Poisson structures induces a Poisson morphism
between the rings of invariant functions on the corresponding moduli spaces of representations. Using the
latter result for the Hy-Poisson structures induced by the double Poisson algebra structures considered in
Theorem 1.1, we obtain the well-known statement that a quiver variety only depends on the quiver seen
as an undirected graph (for fized dimension vector and parameter of the moment map). Using the double
quasi-Poisson algebra structures of Van den Bergh instead, we get the same statement for multiplicative
quiver varieties, which can be attributed to Yamakawa [62]. Therefore, such Poisson isomorphisms of
(multiplicative) quiver varieties have a non-commutative origin given by Theorem 1.1. This will be
the key observation that we shall need to construct explicitly the Poisson isomorphisms that yield the
action-angle duality maps that were mentioned earlier.

Let us finish by remarking a side result of the present work, which relates to the study of noncom-
mutative algebras in their own right. We will establish that all the automorphisms of the first Weyl
algebra A; and the quantum torus C§ (see § 5.2 for definitions) are induced by isomorphisms of double
(quasi-)Hamiltonian algebras.

Outline of the paper. In Section 2, we introduce double brackets [58] and their morphisms. We
also review the notion of fusion, which allows to identify idempotents in an algebra and which preserves
double brackets. In Section 3, we study morphisms of double Poisson algebras, and their relation to
fusion. This investigation ends up with Theorem 3.12 where we obtain that Van den Bergh’s double
Poisson algebras associated with quivers are independent of the orientation of the underlying quivers.
The latter section sets the stage for Section 4 where we provide a non-trivial adaptation of the previous
results to the case of double quasi-Poisson algebras, and to a subclass of these algebras associated with
quivers, see Theorem 4.12. In Section 5, we introduce Hy-Poisson structures following Crawley-Boevey
[14], and we explain how morphisms of double (quasi-)Poisson algebras yield morphisms of Hy-Poisson
structures. We describe how they induce Poisson morphisms on moduli spaces of representations. Finally,
we deal with the action-angle duality of various integrable systems in Section 6 using several results that
are derived throughout the paper. There are three appendices containing ancillary statements and proofs.

2This formulation is close to the original question posed to the author by V. Rubtsov at the conference Geometric aspects
of momentum maps and integrability in Ascona, April 2018.
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2. BASIC DEFINITIONS

Throughout the paper, k is a field of characteristic 0, and we write ® = ®g. A k-algebra is always
assumed to be associative, unital and finitely generated. We use d = d' ® d” € A® A as a shorthand way
for Sweedler’s notation d = ), d; ® d;. If A, B are k-algebras, we say that A is a B-algebra if there is a
morphism of k-algebras B — A. We only consider the following special case throughout the text: if the
unit in A admits a decomposition in terms of a finite set of orthogonal idempotents (es)ser, i.e.

1:265, eser = Ogtes, |I| € N* | (2.1)
sel

we view A as a B-algebra for
B = @sejkes . (22)

2.1. Double brackets. We closely follow the exposition [20] of the work of Van den Bergh [58].
Let A be a k-algebra. A double bracket on A is a k-bilinear map {—, —} : A x A - A ® A satisfying

{a,b} = —{b,a}° foralla,bc A, (cyclic antisymmetry) (2.3)
where (—)° denotes the permutation of factors in A ® A, together with
{a,bc} = {a,b}c+b{a,c} foralla,bceA. (right derivation rule) (2.4)

Here, the multiplication refers to the outer A-bimodule structure on A ® A, that is if d € A%2, then we
have adb = (ad’) ® (d'b). Assuming that (2.3) holds, one can easily check that (2.4) is equivalent to

{oc,a} = {b,a} xc+bx{c,a} foralla,b,ce A, (left derivation rule), (2.5)

where we use the inner A-bimodule structure on A ® A, i.e. axdxb= (d'b) ® (ad”). As a consequence
of the derivation rules, it suffices to define double brackets on generators of A.
Given a double bracket, we can define an operation A*3 — A®3 by setting

{a,b,c} = {{a, {b, c}}/}} ® {0, c}”
+ 723y {0, {c.a} |} ® {c,a}” (2.6)
+ 7(2123) {c {a, b}/}} ® {a, b}’ foralla,b,cc A.

(Here, we define 7123y : A®® — A®3 by 7(153)(a1 ® az ® ag) = a3 ® a1 ® az.) The map (2.6) is an instance
of triple bracket, that is a k-trilinear map, which satisfies a generalisation of the cyclic antisymmetry (2.3)

7—(123) 0{75757}07(_1%3) = {77777} ) (27>

and which is a derivation in its last argument for the outer A-bimodule structure of A%3.

When we see A as a B-algebra for B given as in (2.2), it is convenient to work in the relative setting.
In such a case, we assume that the double bracket {—, —}} vanishes whenever one of its entries is taken
in B. We then say that the double bracket is B-linear. Equivalently, B-linearity can be stated as having
a morphism of B-bimodules {a,—} : A — A® A for any a € A, where we use the outer B-bimodule
structure on A ® A. Note that if a = e, aes, € A and b = e, bes, € A for r4,7p, Sq, sp € I, the derivation
rules and B-linearity yield

{a,b} € e, Aes, ® e, Aes, . (2.8)

2.1.1. Morphisms of double brackets. Let Aj, As be B-algebras endowed with B-linear double brackets
{—-3,.{— -3}, We say that ¢ : Ay — Ay is a morphism of double brackets if it is a B-algebra
homomorphism such that for any a,b € A,

fo(a),0o(0)}, = (¢ @ ¢) fa, b}, - (2.9)

We say that ¢ is an isomorphism (of double brackets) if it is also an isomorphism of B-algebras. In that
case, the inverse ¢ =1 : Ay — A; is a morphism of double brackets.
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Example 2.1. The algebra A = k(z,y) can be endowed with two k-linear double brackets, denoted
{—.—-3,.{— —1},, which are defined on generators by

{{x,x}}1:0:{{x,x}}2 ) {{yay}}1:0:{{yay}2 ) {{x,y}}l =1®1, {{x,y}}2:—1®1.
The automorphism z — y,y — « defines an isomorphism of double brackets (A4, {—, —},) = (4, {—,—},).
More generally, assume that A; is equipped with a B-linear double bracket {—, —},, and fix an isomor-
phism of B-algebras ¢ : A; — As. Then we get a B-linear double bracket on Ay defined by

{- _}}2 =(p®¢)o{—, _}}1 °© (¢_1 X ¢_1) )
and ¢ naturally becomes an isomorphism of double brackets.

2.2. Morphisms and fusion.

2.2.1. Fusion. Following Van den Bergh [58, §2.5], we assume that A is a B-algebra such that there exist

orthogonal idempotents e, es € B, and we construct the fusion algebra Aé _,¢, Obtained by fusing es
onto e as follows. (When the choice of idempotents is clear from the context, we simply write AJe; ey
as Af))

First, we extend the algebra A along the pair (e1,e2) by adjoining generators ey, €91 satisfying the
usual matrix relations. Namely,

A = A e, skesake (Mata(k) @ ké), (2.10)

where é = 1 — e; — e, and Maty (k) is seen as the k-algebra generated by e; = e11, €12, €21, €2 = €92 with
€stCun = Otulsy. Applying the same construction to B, we can introduce B which is such that A = AxpB.

Second, we consider the algebra Af constructed from A by dismissing elements of es A + Aey. We call
AT the fusion algebra of A obtained by fusing es onto ej. It is explicitly given by

A = eAe, fore=1—e5. (2.11)
By construction, A/ is a Bf-algebra for Bf = eBe. Using the map
A— Af as af = eae + e1aear + e10ae + eaeor | (2.12)
we can get a convenient set of generators in A7, as observed in [58, §5.3].

Lemma 2.2. Generators of Af can be chosen to be of the following four types:

(first type) tf =1, t € eAe, (2.13a)
(second type) ul = eqou, u € exAe, (2.13b)
(third type) vf = vear v € edesy, (2.13¢)
(fourth type) wf = ejpwes | w E ey Aes . (2.13d)

2.2.2. Fusion and quivers. We fix some terminology related to quivers, i.e. directed graphs, which will
be used throughout the text. A quiver @) consists of a vertex set I and an arrow set {a € Q}. We define
the head and tail maps h,t: Q — I which assign to any arrow a its head (ending vertex) h(a) and its tail
(starting vertex) t(a). In other words, a : t(a) — h(a). The double Q of @Q is obtained by adding to Q
the arrows a* : h(a) — t(a) for each a € Q. We then extend t,h to @ and, if we extend the map a — a*
defined on Q C Q to Q by setting (a*)* = a for a* € Q \ Q, we see that h(a) = t(a*) for each a € Q. The
path algebra k@ of a quiver @ is generated by symbols es for s € I, and a € @Q, subject to the relations
eset = 0st€s, G = €4(q)ACh(q) (this implies that we read paths from left to right), where the multiplication
is given by concatenation of paths.

Let us now see what is the meaning of fusion on a quiver. Fix a quiver @ with vertex set I = {1,...,k}
for some k > 2. The path algebra k@ of @ is an algebra over B = @4cskes, where e; denotes the
idempotent attached to the s-th vertex. We can form the algebra (kQ)/ as in §2.2.1 obtained by fusing
ez onto e;. We can see that (kQ)/ is an algebra over B = Dser\21kes generated by the following
elements

a with a € @ such that t(a), h(a) # 2,

e12a with a € @ such that ¢(a) = 2, h(a) # 2,

aez; with a € @ such that ¢(a) # 2, h(a) =2,

eizaes; with a € @ such that ¢(a), h(a) =2,
which are images of the arrows in @, of the four types given in Lemma 2.2. At the same time, we can form
the quiver Qf with vertex set I7 = I'\ {2} by fusing together the vertices 1 and 2 in Q). The corresponding
path algebra k(Q/) is easily identified with (kQ)f, so that the fusion operation is the analogue at the
level of the path algebras of identifying two vertices in a quiver.
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Remark 2.3. By repeatedly using the construction from §2.2.1, we can obtain an algebra from A by
identification of several idempotents. Note that there is a direct way to define this algebra using quivers
(with relations), see [9, §2.1]. We will not follow this more general approach due to technicalities arising
when performing fusion in double quasi-Poisson algebras, see Proposition 4.5.

2.2.3. Fusion and double brackets. We now assume that A is endowed with a B-linear double bracket. As
noted in [58, §2.5], the double bracket uniquely extends from A to A by requiring it to be B-linear, and
it can then be restricted to A7. If af,bf € AT are two generators as in Lemma 2.2, there exists a,b € A
and eq, ey € {€,e12}, fa, fo € {€, €21}, such that af = e,af,, bf = epbfy. We can then define the double
bracket induced by A onto Af using the following identity

faf 7B = e, {a, b} fo®eq {a, b} fo. (2.14)

In (2.14), the double bracket on the left-hand side is the one induced in Af, while the double bracket on
the right-hand side is the original one defined in A.

The next result shows that, up to isomorphism, the fusion algebra and its induced double bracket only
depend on the unordered choice of idempotents {eq, ez}.

Lemma 2.4. Let A, = Al be the fusion algebra obtained by fusing es onto e1, and let Ay = A

ex—e1 e1—e2
be the fusion algebra obtained by fusing e; onto ex. Then, the identity map on A induces an isomorphism

of double brackets A1 — As.
Proof. We let ¢ =1 — e; — ez and note that A; = (1 —e2)A(1 —ez) and Az = (1 —e1)A(1 —e;). We can
define a map ¢ : A; — As which is given on generators of first type (2.13a) as
o(t)=t, if t € éAé; o(t) = eart, if t € e Aé;  @(t) =tern, if t € EAer;  P(t) = eartern, if t € e heq;
on generators of second type (2.13b) as

dlerau) = u, if u € eaAé;  @(e1au) = ueys, if u € exAey;
on generators of third type (2.13c) as

d(vear) = v, if v € éAeq;  P(vear) = eav, if v € e1 Aes;
on generators of fourth type (2.13d) as

o(e1wear) = w, if w € egAes.

The map ¢ is easily seen to be the image of the identity under the two projections 7 : A — Aj,
o : A = As given by (2.12), i.e. ¢ om = mp 0idy. Moreover, swapping the labels 1,2 provides the
inverse of ¢. Thus, we only need to check that it is a morphism of double brackets.
We can decompose A as €D, ;g o €;Ae] if we set ej = € and e; = ¢; for i = 1,2. Without loss
of generality, take a,b € A belonging to one of these subsets. Then, there exists el, e} € {e12,e1,é},
L} € {ea1,e1, €}, such that under the projection 7; the elements elaf) and ejbf} are generators of
Aj, see Lemma 2.2.
In the same way, there exists €2, e? € {ea1,e2,¢é}, f2, f2 € {€12, €2, ¢}, such that the elements eZaf?
and e?bf? obtained from the projection s are generators of As. In particular, ¢ o 1 = 72 implies that

Qﬁ(e}z) = 63, (b(elln) = €l2)’ ¢(f;) = 3) (b(fbl) = fl72

Using the identity (2.14) for the double bracket {—,—}, induced by {—,—} in Ay for k = 1,2, we
get

feaafasebbfy By = eb o, b fo @ i fa,b}" £y,
where the double bracket on the right-hand side is taken in A. We can then directly see that (2.9) is
satisfied. 0

Fusion also preserves morphisms of double brackets.

Lemma 2.5. Let ¢ : Ay — Ay be a morphism of double brackets over B. Let A{ = (A ... Ag =
(A2>£24)el, be the fusion algebras with double brackets obtained by fusing es onto e;. Then ¢ induces a

morphism of double brackets ¢7 A{ — Ag.

Proof. Recall that A{ is generated by elements a/ = e,af, for a € A; and e, € {¢,e12}, fu € {€, €21}
We can then set

o A{ — Ag ol = eqaf, — ¢ (af) = eqp(a)fa . (2.15)
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For k=1,2, let {—, -}, and {—, —}}£ be respectively the double bracket on Ay and its induced double
bracket on A{. We have for any two generators a/ = eqaf,, bl = eybfy € A{ as described above that

{{¢' (al), ¢’ (v )}}§ =ep {6(a), (D)} fa @ €a {(a), H(D)}5 fi
=epd({a,b})) fa @ cad(fa,b}7) fi
=(¢F @ ¢F ey {a, b}, fo @ ea {a, b} fo
=(¢" ® ¢7) {a’ b7}, .

Here, we used formula (2.14) in Ag / A{ for the first/last equality, the morphism property (2.9) in the
second equality, and the definition of ¢/ for the remaining equality. (I

In Lemma 2.5, it is clear that if ¢ is an isomorphism, then so is ¢f. For the remainder of this text, we
omit to mention such an extension to the case of an isomorphism in analogous results.

2.2.4. Identification of idempotents in different algebras. Let A; and Ay be algebras endowed with double
brackets respectively over By and Bs, and consider A; @ Ay as a (B; @ By)-algebra. It is easy to see
that there exists a unique (B @ By)-linear double bracket {—, —}% on A, ® Ay extending {—, —}, and
{—,—3,, while it is such that {{cl,cQ}}® = 0 whenever ¢; = (a1,0), ca = (0,a2), with a; € Ay, as € As.

For any idempotents e; € By and ey € Ba, we can form the fusion algebra (A; & Ag)éﬁel by fusing

e2 onto e1. This algebra inherits a (B @ Bg)f -linear double bracket as noted in §2.2.3.

€ex—e1

Example 2.6 (Extension by a central element). Let A be a k-algebra equipped with a double bracket
{—,—}. Let k(y) be equipped with the trivial double bracket {y,y} = 0. If we identify the units of these
two algebras embedded as (1,0), (0, 1) inside A @ k(y), the fusion algebra A, := Ax*k(y) hence obtained
is endowed with the double bracket {—,—}_ given for any a,b € A by {a,b}, = {a,b}, {a,y}, =0
and {y,y}, = 0. (Note that if {—, —} is Poisson in the sense of Section 3, then (A4, {—,—},) is a
double Poisson algebra.)

3. MORPHISMS OF DOUBLE POISSON ALGEBRAS

As in Section 2, all algebras are over B = @, _; ke;. We will frequently identify I with {1,...,]I|} C N.

sel

3.1. Basic definitions and properties.

3.1.1. Definitions. Following Van den Bergh [58], a double Poisson bracket {—,—} on A is a double
bracket for which the associated triple bracket {—, —, —} defined by (2.6) identically vanishes. In such a
case, we say that (4, {—,—}) (or simply A) is a double Poisson algebra. An element ps € esAe; is said
to satisfy the additive property for es if, for any a € A, we have

{us,a} =aes ®es —es ®esa. (3.1)

Then, we define a moment map as an element p = Zsel 1s with ps € esAes such that for all s € I we
have that u, satisfies the additive property for es (3.1). Note in particular that esue; = dsips for each
s,t € I. We call the triple (A, {—, =}, 1) (or simply A if no confusion can arise) a Hamiltonian algebra.

Let A1, Ay be B-algebras with B-linear double brackets {—,—},,{—, -}, If ¢ : A1 — Az is a
morphism of double brackets and A;, Ay are double Poisson algebras, we say that ¢ is a morphism of
double Poisson algebras. If furthermore A;, A are Hamiltonian algebras with respective moment maps
U1, o satisfying ¢(u1) = pe, we say that ¢ is a morphism of Hamiltonian algebras.

Example 3.1. Consider the quiver Q with vertices {1,2} and one arrow a : 1 — 2. Let Q be its double
obtained by adding the arrow a* : 2 — 1. Put B = ke; @ kes. Following Van den Bergh [58, §6.3], the
path algebra k@ is a Hamiltonian algebra for the B-linear double bracket given on generators by

{a,a}; =0, {a",a"}; =0, {a,a"},=e2®e1, {a",a}; =—-e1®e2, (3.2)

and the moment map p = [a,a*]. The moment map can be decomposed as p; = aa*, p2 = —a*a. (See
§2.2.2 for the conventions that we follow with respect to quivers.)

Similarly, consider the quiver Q°P with vertices {1,2} and one arrow b : 2 — 1, and let Q°" be its
double with new arrow b* : 1 — 2. We can also consider Van den Bergh’s Hamiltonian structure on kQ°P
which is given by the B-linear double bracket

{babﬂ'Q:Ov {b*ab*}}QZOa {bvb*}}2:61®625 {b*vb}2:762®617 (33>
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with moment map u' = [b,b*]. We can see that ¢ : kQ — kQ°P given by ¢(a) = b*, ¢(a*) = —b, is an
isomorphism of B-algebras. One readily checks that
¢®2 {a’aa}}l =0= {b*ab*BQ ) ¢®2 {a*aa*}}l =0= {babHQ ) ¢®2 {a’aa*}}l =e2®e = {b*afb}Q )

and ¢(u) = p'. Hence, ¢ is an isomorphism of Hamiltonian algebras.

3.1.2. First properties. The next result shows how injectivity or surjectivity of a morphism of double
brackets can guarantee that it is a morphism of double Poisson (resp. Hamiltonian) algebras.

Lemma 3.2. Let ¢ : Ay — Ay be a morphism of double brackets.
1. Assume that ¢ is surjective as a B-algebra homomorphism.

1.1. If Ay is a double Poisson algebra, then As is a double Poisson algebra.

1.2. If Ay is a Hamiltonian algebra, then As admits a structure of Hamiltonian algebra such that ¢ is
a morphism of Hamiltonian algebras.
2. Assume that ¢ is injective as a B-algebra homomorphism.

2.1. If As is a double Poisson algebra, then Ay is a double Poisson algebra.

2.2. If As is a Hamiltonian algebra with moment map p' such that y' € Im(¢), then A; admits a
structure of Hamiltonian algebra such that ¢ is a morphism of Hamiltonian algebras.
8. All the structures obtained in 1.-2. are unique.

Proof. First, let us consider for 1 < ¢ < 3 the element a1 ; € Ay, with image ag; := ¢(a1,) € As. If we
denote by o the permutation (123), we get by (2.6) and (2.9)

faz1, 022,023}, = 72 {{¢(a1,ai(1))a {o(a1,01(2)), ¢(a1,ai(3))}};}}2 ® {$(a1,05(2)), dlar,013)

1€ZL3
i ! "
=Y n0©099) {arnn faseransl ) ©face anco,
i€Zs
=(¢®@ ¢ ®¢){ai,a12,a13} .
This yields in particular the identity of associated triple brackets

(¢®¢®¢)O{{—,—,—}1:{{—,—,—}20(¢X¢X¢). (34)
1.1. If {—,—}, is Poisson, {—, —, —}, vanishes and (3.4) yields that {—, —}, is Poisson.
1.2. Since A; has a moment map p = ) _ jis, the element ¢p(u) = >, #(is) is a moment map. Indeed,
for any s € T
{o(s),a21}y = (0@ ) s, a11}}, = (0@ @) (ar16s D es — e @ egar1) = az165 @ es — € @ €5a2,1

where we have used that s satisfies the additive property for es with respect to {—, —};.
2.1.-2.2. This is similar, and we need the fact that ¢®2, $®3 are injective.
3. The uniqueness of the structures is a consequence of the constructions. (I

Given a double Poisson algebra (A, {—, —}), we introduce the set of Casimir elements of A by
Cas(A) ={a€ A|{a,b} =0 forallbe A}. (3.5)
In the case of a B-linear double bracket, we have that B C Cas(A).
Lemma 3.3. Let ¢ : Ay — Ay be an isomorphism of double Poisson algebras. If Ay, Ay are Hamiltonian

algebras with moment maps w1, 2, then pe — ¢(u1) € B and Cas(A;) = Cas(42) = B. In particular, a
moment map is unique up to the addition of an element of B.

Proof. Let us decompose p; € A; with the idempotents as ) _; p1,s and do the same for s € Ay. We
first note that for any s € I, due to the additive property for es (3.1), we have for any a € Ay that

{,s — d(pns), aly = fpas, aly — 6%° s, 67 (@)}, = 0.

Thus, p2,s — ¢(u1,s) € Cas(Az) by definition.
Let us now show that Cas(A;) C B, since we already know the opposite inclusion (the case of Az is
obtained in the same way). If ¢ € Cas(A;), we have for any s € I that

0= {us,c} =ces ®es — es ® ces,

where we used in the first equality that {—, c} = 0 because ¢ is a Casimir element, while in the second
we use the property (3.1) of the moment map. This equality implies that ce; = Ases = esc for some
As €k, thus c =) ; Ases € B.

For the second part of the statement, it suffices to consider ¢ = ida, : A1 — A;. O
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Note that, in general B C Cas(A). For example, any B-algebra A can be endowed with the zero double
bracket, which is Poisson and such that Cas(A) = A. This does not contradict Lemma 3.3 since the zero
double Poisson bracket does not admit a moment map (except if A = B).

3.1.3. Sum of double Poisson algebras. Recall that we considered the sum of two double brackets in
§2.2.4. The following result holds in the presence of double Poisson brackets.

Lemma 3.4 ([58]). If A1 and A2 are endowed with double Poisson brackets, then the double bracket
{-, —}® on Ay ® As defined in §2.2./ is Poisson. If u1 and ps are moment maps in Ay and As, then
Ay ® As is Hamiltonian with (1, u2) as moment map.

3.2. Double Poisson brackets and fusion. We assume that the index set I of B is such that |I| > 1.
3.2.1. Fusion in an algebra. Recall the fusion algebra Af = A7 defined in §2.2.1. We noted in §2.2.3

€ex—e1

that if A is endowed with a double bracket, then A/ has an induced double bracket.

Proposition 3.5. ([58, Corollary 2.5.6, Proposition 2.6.6]) If A is a double Poisson algebra over B,
then AT equipped with the induced double bracket is a double Poisson algebra over Bf = @sel\{2} €s.
Furthermore, if ju is a moment map for A, then its projection uf under the map (2.12) is a moment map
for AT,

Example 3.6. Consider the path algebra A = kQ analysed in Example 3.1 with its Hamiltonian algebra
structure. Fusing e, onto e, we get a Hamiltonian algebra structure on A/ which can be identified with
the free algebra k(a,a*). The induced double bracket is determined by the first two identities of (3.2)
and {a,a*} = 1® 1. The moment map is u = [a,a*]. The algebra is the path algebra of the double of

the one-loop quiver, and the Hamiltonian structure obtained by fusion is just the one defined by Van den
Bergh [58, §6.3].

Lemma 3.7. Let A be a double Poisson algebra over B. Consider the algebra A; = A{Z_wl obtained by
fusing es onto ey, and the algebra Ay = A(J;a@ obtained by fusing e1 onto e3. Then, the identity map on
A induces an isomorphism of double Poisson algebras ¢ : Ay — As. If A is a Hamiltonian algebra, then

¢ is an isomorphism of Hamiltonian algebras.

Proof. The first part directly follows from Lemma 2.4 and Proposition 3.5. In the Hamiltonian case, the
morphism ¢ constructed in the proof of Lemma 2.4 satisfies

¢(/’L(1)) = /14(2) , for /’L(l) =l + e12/t2€21 + Z s, /’L(2) = ea1 /1612 —+ 2 —+ Z s -
s#1,2 s#1,2

But x4 are the moment maps of A; and Ay by Proposition 3.5. O

In Lemma 3.7, the map ¢ : Ay — Ay hence obtained is a morphism of B’-algebras, where B’ =
ke @ @sel\{l 2} kes. Here, the base maps satisfy é — e; € A1, € — e € Ay and are given in an obvious
way on the other idempotents eg, s € I\ {1,2}.

3.2.2. Fusion of several idempotents.

Lemma 3.8. Let A be a double Poisson algebra over B, and let e1, e, e3 € B be orthogonal idempotents.
Let Ay == (AL _.)l, o, (resp. As:= (AL . )] _,. ) be the algebra obtained by fusing es onto e1, then
es onto ey (resp. es onto ey, then es onto e1). Then the identity map on A induces an isomorphism
of double Poisson algebras v : Ay — As over B’ = @SEI\{Q,B} kes. Furthermore, if A is a Hamiltonian

algebra, then 1 is an isomorphism of Hamiltonian algebras.
Proof. Using Lemma 2.2 twice, we can write generators of A; and As as

eatfa, fora€ A, e, €{l —e3— ez e1,e12e23}, fo € {1 —e3—ea,ea1,e3e1}, (in A1);

6;0, ;, fOI‘aeA, 6;6{1—63—62,612,613}, f;E{l—eg—eg,egl,egl}, (in AQ)
We can then define ¢ : A; — Ay on generators as ¢(eqaf,) = e af, with e, = e, if e, # e1aea3 or
6; = €13 if €q = €12€23, while f(; = fa if fa 7& €32€21 O fl; = €31 if fa = €32€21. This is easily seen to be
an isomorphism and, using (2.14) twice to induce the double bracket from A to A; or Az, we remark that

it is also a morphism of double brackets. Hence, we have an isomorphism of double Poisson algebras.
In the Hamiltonian case, Proposition 3.5 yields that the moment maps are given by

M(l) = e1gfi2€21 + €12€23/43€32€21 + Z s € Ar, M(2) = e1z2f42€21 t+ €e13143€31 + Z ps € Ag,
s#2,3 $#2,3

so that ¢(uM) = u®. O
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Let us note the following interesting result. By gathering Lemmas 3.7 and 3.8, the double Poisson
algebra structure obtained by fusion of three orthogonal idempotents does not depend on the order with
respect to which we perform fusion, up to isomorphism. For example,

(Af f (Af Al AL

62%61)634)61 63%62)624)61 ( 63‘)62)61‘)62 ( 63‘)61)61‘)62 (

AL

€e3—re1 )62%61 :

Next, we establish that the order in which we perform fusion is not important if the idempotents are
not related.

Lemma 3.9. Let A be a double Poisson algebra over B, and let e1,es, e3,e4 € B be orthogonal idempo-
tents. Let Ay == (Al . )] .. (resp. Ay := (AZZ_WI)%_,%) be the algebra obtained by fusing e4 onto es,
then eq onto ey (resp. ea onto ey, then ey onto e3). Then the identity map on A induces an isomorphism
of double Poisson algebras v : Ay — As over B’ = @561\974} kes. Furthermore, if A is a Hamiltonian

algebra, then 1 is an isomorphism of Hamiltonian algebras.
Proof. Using Lemma 2.2 twice, we can write both generators of A; and A as
eatfa, fora€ A, e, €{l—es—ea e12,e31}, fo € {1l —es—e2,e21,€43}.

In terms of these generators, the identity map provides the desired morphism. (I

By gathering these results, we obtain that the double Poisson (or Hamiltonian) algebra structure
of an algebra obtained by successive fusions is independent of the precise order in which we identify
idempotents. To state the result, fix a double Poisson algebra A over B = G}se r kes, and consider a
partition I = Ujec ;. We say that A, is a fusion algebra respecting the partition UjesI; if A; is obtained
by a finite number of fusions starting from A, so that all the idempotents (es)ses, end up being identified
together for each j € J. Equivalently, there exists s; € I; for each j € J and a map m; : A — A; obtained
by composing the morphisms (2.12) induced by a finite number of fusions such that

mi(es) =es; foreachsec I and je J. (3.6)
Note that if A is a double Poisson algebra, then so too is A; by repeated use of Proposition 3.5.

Theorem 3.10. Let A be a double Poisson algebra over B = @, kes. Assume that Ay, Ay are fusion
algebras respecting a partition I = Ujcsl;. Then, there is a double Poisson algebra isomorphism ¢ :
Ay — As. If A is Hamiltonian, ¢ is an isomorphism of Hamiltonian algebras.

Proof. We prove the result by induction on |J|. The base case corresponds to the partition
|J[=1, L=I, (3.7)

which amounts to define A; and Ay by fusing all the idempotents of B together. In that case, the result
follows from Lemmas 3.7, 3.8 and 3.9 (see also the observation made right after Lemma 3.8).

Next, we prove that there exists an isomorphism between A; and a fusion algebra A, respecting the
partition, such that A, is defined by first performing fusion of all the elements in I, 17]- If 15| = 1 there
is nothing to prove. Assuming |I|;|| > 1, we have that A; is obtained from A by a chain of fusions

er, —> €t,, then e,, — ey, then ... e, —e:, w:=|I—]|J|. (3.8)

(Here e,, — e, means that we fuse e,, onto e, .) Note that rq,...,r, are distinct, and there exists k
such that r € I (or equivalently ¢;, € I, ;) by assumption. Let k1 € {1,...,x} be the smallest such
integer for which 7, € I);. This means that all the fusions that are performed before are done by fusing
idempotents corresponding to subsets distinct from 7). we can thus use Lemma 3.9 to get that A; is
isomorphic as a double Poisson algebra to the algebra which is obtained by the chain of fusions

€r, > €ty then e,, — ey, ... s€ry 1 €ty then €rp i1 > Gty g1y oo g

k1 "

We then run this argument again on the last x — 1 fusions of this chain. By a repeated use of this
argument involving Lemma 3.9 only, we have that A; is isomorphic as a double Poisson algebra to A;

obtained by a chain of fusion as (3.8), where this time r1,... 11,5 € 11g)- In particular, ry ¢ 14 for
k> |I|J| |

We now do the same with A, to get an isomorphism of double Poisson algebras with some Aj, where
the latter is obtained by a chain of fusion as (3.8), where rq,... :T\1, € 1yg)- In particular, up to

using the argument for |J| = 1, we can assume that the first |1} ;| fusions performed in Ay and Ay are
precisely the same. Since Ay, A, only differ by fusions of the idempotents corresponding to the partition
I\ Ly =L U...Ul -1, we have by induction that A1 and A2 are isomorphic. Thus A; and As are
also isomorphlc as double Poisson algebras.
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We can conclude since the isomorphisms involved are isomorphisms of Hamiltonian algebras if A admits
a moment map. (I

3.2.3. Fusion of morphisms.

Lemma 3.11. Let ¢ : A1 — As be a morphism of double Poisson algebras over B. Let A{ = (A)!

es—eq’
Ag = (A2)l ... be the fusion algebras with double brackets obtained by fusion of ez onto er. Then
¢ induces a morphism of double Poisson algebras ¢7 : A{ — Ag. Furthermore if ¢ is a morphism of

Hamiltonian algebras, then so is ¢f.

Proof. The map ¢/ given by (2.15) is a morphism of double Poisson algebras by Lemma 2.5 and Lemma
3.2. In the Hamiltonian case, we can check from (2.15) that ¢/ maps the moment map of A{ to that of
Ag . Hence, it is a morphism of Hamiltonian algebras. (]

3.3. Application: Van den Bergh’s Hamiltonian structure for quivers. Following Van den Bergh
[58, §6.3], we can endow the path algebras of quivers with a Hamiltonian algebra structure. More precisely,
given a quiver @, we define on k(@ the double Poisson bracket given by

fa,a"} = en) @ era foracQ, {a,a"} =—en@ @ ey foracQ\Q, (3.9)
and such that {a,b} =0if a € Q and b € Q \ {a,a*}. The algebra admits the moment map
= Z(aa* —a*a) or p= ZMS, for ps = Z aa”* — Z a‘a. (3.10)
acqQ sel a€qQ acqQ
t(a)=s h(a)=s

This was considered in a simple case in Example 3.1.

Theorem 3.12. Up to isomorphism, the Hamiltonian algebra (kQ,{—,—Y%,p) only depends on Q seen
as an undirected graph.

Proof. As in the proof of [58, Theorem 6.7.1], we begin with the ‘separated’ quiver Q*°? which has vertex
and arrow sets given by

1% = (v, v [bEQ}, QP ={b:vy = vpr | bE Q). (3.11)

We form the double Q*? of Q*°?, which amounts to add the arrows {b* : vy« — vy | b € Q}. We define
on it the involution * given by b — b* and b* + b. By combining Example 3.1 (with @ = b for each
b € Q*°P) and Lemma 3.4, A%P = kQ**? is Hamiltonian for the double Poisson bracket given by

{o.0°} = Cope @ €y, (3.12)

for all b € Q*°P and which is zero on each other pair of generators, while the moment map is defined as

B= 3 fu,, e, =0T D E QP o1y, = —bbT if b€ QP \ QP (3.13)
beQeer

To get a Hamiltonian structure on k@, it remains to fuse all these disjoint quivers of Q**? to form Q.
We can easily see that the Hamiltonian algebra structure induced by fusion coincides with (3.9)—(3.10).
The independence of order in which we identify the vertices is obvious from the notations, and in fact it
follows from Theorem 3.10.

It remains to see that this structure is independent of the directions of the arrows in ), up to isomor-
phism. To do so, we first use the isomorphism from Example 3.1 to get that we can reverse the direction
of any arrow b € Q°°P and obtain a Hamiltonian algebra isomorphic to A%°P. But Lemma 3.11 guarantees
that fusion preserves isomorphisms of Hamiltonian algebras, so we are done. ([

4. MORPHISMS OF DOUBLE QUASI-POISSON ALGEBRAS

As in Section 2, all algebras are over B = @, ke,. With the exception of Remark 4.13, all the
statements from this section have a counterpart in Section 3.

4.1. Basic definitions and properties.
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4.1.1. Definitions. Following Van den Bergh [58], we say that a double quasi-Poisson bracket {—, —} on
A is a double bracket for which the associated triple bracket {—, —, —} defined by (2.6) satisfies

1
{a,b,c} =1 Z (cesa RebRQes —cesa®e, @bey, — ces ® aesb @ ey + ces @ aes @ beg
s€l (4.1)
—esa®ebResc+esa®Res Rbese+es Paesh R esc—es R aes ® besc) ,

on any a,b,c € A. In such a case, we say that (A,{—,—}) (or simply A) is a double quasi-Poisson
algebra. An element @4 € e;Ae, is said to satisfy the multiplicative property for es if, for any a € A, we
have

1
{®;,a} = 5(@68 RP,—e; @ Psa+ aPs ®e; — Py ®esa). (4.2)

Then, we define a multiplicative moment map as an invertible element & = Zsel ®, for O, € e Ae,
which is such that for all s € I, ®, satisfies the multiplicative property for es (4.2). The decomposition
of @ yields e;Pe; = 5P, for each s,t € I, hence the invertibility condition implies that <I)S_1 = e, D le,
is an inverse for @ in e;Aes. We call the triple (A, {—, =}, ®) (or simply A if no confusion can arise) a
quasi-Hamiltonian algebra.

Let Ay, Ay be B-algebras with B-linear double brackets {—,—}, . {—, -3},  If¥ : 41 — Ay is a
morphism of double brackets and A;, Ay are double quasi-Poisson algebras, we say that 1 is a morphism
of double quasi-Poisson algebras. If furthermore A;, Ay are quasi-Hamiltonian algebras with respective
multiplicative moment maps @1, ®o satisfying ¢(®1) = P, we say that ¢ is a morphism of quasi-
Hamiltonian algebras.

Example 4.1. Consider the quiver Q with vertices {1,2} and one arrow a : 1 — 2. Let Q be its double
obtained by adding the arrow a* : 2 — 1. Put B = ke; @ kea. Following Van den Bergh [58, §6.5], the
path algebra k@ is a double quasi-Poisson algebra for the B-linear double bracket given on generators by

1
{a,a}, =0, {a",a'},; =0, {a,a"'},=e2@e1+ i(a*a ®er+e2®aa”). (4.3)

(We get {a*,a}, by cyclic antisymmetry (2.3).) To have a quasi-Hamiltonian algebra structure, we work
in the localised algebra A; = (kQ)s, for S; = {1 + aa*, 1+ a*a}, where we introduce the multiplicative
moment map ® = (1 4+ aa*)(1 + a*a)~!. It can be decomposed as ® = ®; + &, for &; = e; + aa* and
Py = (e2 +a*a)"! :=ex(1 +a*a) Les.

Similarly, consider the quiver Q°P with vertices {1,2} and one arrow b : 2 — 1, and let Q°P be its
double with new arrow b* : 1 — 2. We can also use Van den Bergh’s quasi-Hamiltonian structure on
As = (kQ°P)s,, So = {1+ bb*, 1 + b*b}, which is given by the B-linear double bracket

1
o), =0, {0} =0, {bb Yy =er@es+ 5@ er+er @b, (4.4)

The multiplicative moment map ® = (1 + bb*)(1 + b*b)~! can be decomposed as ® = (e; + b*b)~! +
(e2 + bb*) as above.

Following Crawley-Boevey and Shaw [16, Section 2], we introduce the isomorphism of B-algebras
¥ Ay — Ay given by

Pla) =b*, P(a*) = —(1+bb*)"'b. (4.5)
It is indeed a morphism since
Y(1+a*a)=1—(1+bb*)'00* = (1+bb*)"", (1 +aa*)=1-b"(1+bb*)" b= (1+b*b)"", (4.6)
are both invertible. It is an isomorphism since the map 6 : As — A; given by
0(b) = —a*(1+aa*)"', 6(*)=a,

is its inverse. We have, in fact, that ¢ : A1 — As is an isomorphism of quasi-Hamiltonian algebras. Using
(4.6), we easily see that ¢(®1) = @] and ¥ (P2) = P}, so that we only need to show that 1) is a morphism
of double brackets. By (2.9), this would follow from the identities

P®? {a,afy, = £, 0"}, , P®? {a*,a*}, = {{(62 + bb*)ilb’ (e2+ bb*)ilb}}Q )
2 fa,a* Y, = — {b*, (e2 + bb*) "0},

The first equality in (4.7) is trivial as both sides vanish. We leave the proof of the second identity in (4.7)
to the reader since it is similar to the third one which we check now. Combining (4.3) and the definition

(4.7)
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of ¢ (4.5), we have that

1 1
V®? {a,a*}, =e2 @ eq — 5(62 +bb*) b @ eq — 562 ® b*(1 4+ bb*) "'

1 1
=(ea +bb") P ®@e; + 5(62 +bb*) b @ eq — 562 ® b*(eq + bb*)71h.

Since @' is a multiplicative moment map, we have from the multiplicative property (4.2) for e; that

(0", (2 +00%) 1}, = LY, @) (@5) 7 = (D) ({5, 0% F)° ()7
1
—5(%)*1(@’2 ® b¥ey — Phb* @ g + ea @ b* Py — exb™ @ BY) (D)~

1
=5 (2 @ 1(8) L 4 (2) L @),

where (®5)7! := ea(®')tes = (e2 + bb*)~! and we used that b* € e; Azes. We thus get
—{{b ez +007) M0, = — (@) 07 0} — o (@) 7MY

1 1
=(®)) P ®@er + = (Ph) b @ey — 562 ® b*(®5)"'b,

2 (
which coincides with ¢®? {a,a*}.
4.1.2. First properties. The following result can be proved in the same way as Lemma 3.2.

Lemma 4.2. Let ¢ : Ay — Ay be a morphism of double brackets.
1. Assume that ¢ is surjective as a B-algebra homomorphism.

1.1. If Ay is a double quasi-Poisson algebra, then As is a double quasi-Poisson algebra.

1.2. If Ay is a quasi-Hamiltonian algebra, then As admits a structure of quasi-Hamiltonian algebra
such that 1 is a morphism of quasi-Hamiltonian algebras.

2. Assume that 1) is injective as a B-algebra homomorphism.

2.1. If Az is a double quasi-Poisson algebra, then A; is a double quasi-Poisson algebra.

2.2. If Ay is a quasi-Hamiltonian algebra with multiplicative moment map ® such that ®',(®")~1 €
Im(v)), then Ay admits a structure of quasi-Hamiltonian algebra such that v is a morphism of quasi-
Hamiltonian algebras.

8. All the structures obtained in 1.-2. are unique.

In analogy with the Hamiltonian case, a morphism of double brackets between two quasi-Hamiltonian
algebras may fail to be a morphism of quasi-Hamiltonian algebras: we can rescale multiplicative moment
maps. In fact, such a rescaling always exists if the morphism of double brackets is an isomorphism.

Lemma 4.3. Let ¢ : Ay — As be an isomorphism of double quasi-Poisson algebras. If A1, As are quasi-
Hamiltonian algebras with multiplicative moment maps ®1, Do, then P2 = vih(Py) for some v € B*. In
particular, a multiplicative moment map is unique up to multiplication by an element of B*.

Proof. Let us decompose ®; € A; with the idempotents as Zsel ®, s and do the same for @5 € Ay. We
first note that, for any As € k, the element @9 ; — A\;10(®P1 ;) satisfies the multiplicative property for e
(4.2) because for any a € As,

{ P2 — At0(P1,5),al}y = {Pas, 0y — AP { @15, 07 @) ]}

and we can use (4.2) for the two double brackets on the right-hand side since ®;, P2 are multiplicative
moment maps. For any A = > Ase; € B, introduce the element P := d, — AP;. Thus, for any
A Kk € B, we get

{{q)(/\), () }} % Z (@) @3N — e, 0 3NH) 1 RPN g e, — N g )

(4.8)

l\3>—

—Z —0) @ 0N 4 0PN @ e, — e, @ dNOK 4 N @ ¢
el

where we used for the first (resp. second) equality that <I>g)‘) (resp. @g’i)) satisfies the multiplicative
property for e, (4.2). By decomposing (4.8) in terms of idempotents, we get that @gﬁ) ®<I>g)‘) = @2” ®<I>§F")
for all s € I, which by definition of these elements is equivalent to

(As = Ks) (P(P1,5) @ Pa s — Po s @Y(P15)) =0.
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Multiplying on both side with <I>2_1 = es@gles, this is equivalent when A — k € B* to
q)iiw(q)l,s) Res =€ "/)(q)l,s)q)z_é S e514265 & esAZes .

Thus, @2 s = vs1(P1,5) for some v, € k*.
For the second part of the statement, it suffices to consider ¢» =id4, : A1 — A;. O

4.1.3. Sum of double quasi-Poisson algebras.

Lemma 4.4 ([58]). If Ay and Az are endowed with double quasi-Poisson brackets, then the double bracket
{-, —}@ on A1 @ Ay defined in §2.2.4 is quasi-Poisson. If ®1, Py are multiplicative moment maps in
Ay and Az, then A1 ® Ay is quasi-Hamiltonian with (@1, ®2) as multiplicative moment map.

4.2. Double quasi-Poisson brackets and fusion. We assume that the index set I of B is such that
|[I| > 1. Our aim is to adapt the results from §3.2 to the quasi-Hamiltonian setting. The main difficulty
that we will encounter is that the double bracket given by (2.14) obtained by fusion from a double quasi-
Poisson algebra is not a double quasi-Poisson bracket in general, because the associated triple bracket
does not satisfy (4.1). To overcome this issue, one needs to add a corrective term to the double bracket
after fusion, see Proposition 4.5.

4.2.1. Fusion in an algebra. Recall the fusion algebra Af = Aé_m defined in §2.2.1. The following
Proposition was first observed by Van den Bergh under mild assumptions [58, Theorems 5.3.1, 5.3.2] and

is proved in full generalities in [20, Theorems 2.14, 2.15].

Proposition 4.5. If A is a double quasi-Poisson algebra over B, then AT is a double quasi-Poisson
algebra over B = @sel\{z} es. The double quasi-Poisson bracket in AT is given by

=¥ =t bt =} (4.9)
where the first double bracket on the right-hand side is induced in A' by the one of A (see (2.14)), and the
second double bracket {—, —}}fus is defined in Appendiz A. Furthermore, if ® is a multiplicative moment
map for A and @f denotes the projection of the element ®; = e, Pes under the map (2.12) for each s € 1,
then ®/f = o{@f + 3, , ®f

Fis a multiplicative moment map for AS.

For the remainder of this section, if A is a double quasi-Poisson algebra and A is an algebra obtained
from A by performing a finite number of fusions, we will see A as a double quasi-Poisson algebra using
this last result. More precisely, if we define A using the following chain of algebras obtained by fusion

AO A s AR 5 A where
A=A AW =4 AW = (Ak-Dy] fork=1,...,n,

€k —>eik

(4.10)

each algebra A®*) in the chain (4.10) is a double quasi-Poisson algebra whose double quasi-Poisson bracket
is obtained from A®*~1 by using Proposition 4.5. If A is a quasi-Hamiltonian algebra, we see A as a
quasi-Hamiltonian algebra using the same argument.

Example 4.6. Consider the localised path algebra A = kQg considered in Example 4.1 with its quasi-
Hamiltonian algebra structure. Fusing e; onto ej, we get a quasi-Hamiltonian algebra structure on Af
which can be identified with the localised free algebra k(a,a*)s, S = {1 + aa*,1+ a*a}. The double
bracket is determined by

1

foa} = J(@e1-10a), {a'a'} =@V el-1@)),

{a,a*} :€2®€1+§(a a®e+ea®aa*+a* ®a—a®a”),

while the multiplicative moment map is ® = (1 + aa*)(1 + a*a)~!. Indeed, to get the double brackets
(4.11) we add to (4.3) the terms given by {—, -}, . so we add (A.3c) to {a,a}}, (A.2b) to {a*,a"},
and (A.3b) to {a,a*}. The algebra A/ is the localised path algebra of the double of the one-loop quiver,
and the quasi-Hamiltonian structure obtained by fusion is the one of Van den Bergh [58, §6.5].

Lemma 4.7. Let (A, {—,—}) be a double quasi-Poisson algebra over B. Consider the algebra A; =
A{Z_wl obtained by fusing es onto ey and the algebra As = A£1—>e2 obtained by fusing e; onto eo, which
are endowed with a double quasi-Poisson bracket by Proposition 4.5.

Assume that there exists an element ®o € eg Aes invertible in es Aes which satisfies the multiplicative
property (4.2) for es. Then there exists an isomorphism of double quasi-Poisson algebras A1 — As.
If furthermore A is quasi-Hamiltonian, then the isomorphism A, — As is an isomorphism of quasi-

Hamiltonian algebras.
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The last part of this statement was announced in [20, Proposition 3.8] as a non-commutative version
of [1, Proposition 5.7].

Proof (of Lemma 4.7). We first define an isomorphism ¢ : A; — As. (This is a morphism over the
common base B’ = ké® ®SEI\{1,2} kes, see the remark after Lemma 3.7.) As in Lemma 2.4, we define 1
on a specialisation of the set of generators of Ay, i.e. on a suitably chosen subset of the generators given
in Lemma 2.2. For é =1 — e; — eq, 19 is given on generators of first type (2.13a) as

P(t) =t, if t € éAé; P(t) = Poeart, if t € e Aé;

Y(t) = ten®yt, if t € éAer;  Y(t) = Poegrtern®st, if t € e Aey;
on generators of second type (2.13b) as

P(epu) = u, if u € egAé;  P(erau) = U€12(I)2_1, if u € egAey;
on generators of third type (2.13c) as
P(vear) = v, if v € éAes;  Y(vear) = Paegrv, if v € eg Aes;
on generators of fourth type (2.13d) as
P(erpwesr) = w, if w € eghes.

Similarly, we define a morphism 6 : A; — A; on a specialisation of the set of generators of Ay, which is
given on generators of first type (2.13a) as

Oy =t if t' € eAg; 0(t") = erat’, if t' € exAé;

O(t') =tear, if t' € eAea; O() = erat’ear, if t' € egAey;
on generators of second type (2.13b) as

O(eau’) = 612@;162111,/, ifu' € e dé; Oleq) = 612@;162111,/621, if u' € eqAeo;
on generators of third type (2.13c) as
O(v'e12) = v'e1a®Paear, if v/ € éAer; 0(v'ern) = e1av'e1a®Paesr, if v/ € exAey;
on generators of fourth type (2.13d) as
O(ea1w’'ern) = e1o®; tegw'e1a®Poenr, if w' € eqAe.

It is then a straightforward exercise to show that 1) o 6 = Id4, and 6 o9 = Id4,. For example,
Yo b(earwers) = Y(e12®y ear ) (w )(e12®Paear) = Byt (Prenw’ern®y )Py = eqw'ern, w' € ejde .

We easily see that in the quasi-Hamiltonian case we get ¥)(P1e12Poe21) = Poea; Preqa, so the only property
that remains to be shown is that ¥ : A} — Ay is a morphism of double quasi-Poisson algebras.
We note from Proposition 4.5 that the double quasi-Poisson bracket on A; is given by

{757}1 = {757}?7;;1 +{777}?‘;1 9 (412)
where {—, — 327" is induced by the double bracket {—,—} in Ay using (2.14), while {—, —}3."" is the

ind fus

double bracket defined in Appendix A for i = 1,5 = 2; the double quasi-Poisson bracket on Ay is given
by

{75 7}2 = {75 7}11'/;;2 + {77 7}};2 ) (413)
where {—, —}.~% is induced by the double bracket {—,—} in Ay using (2.14), while {—, —}:2 is the

ind fus

double bracket defined in Appendix A for i = 2,j = 1. Hence, we need to check that
(Y @ ¢)fe,d}y = {¥(e),v(d)}, (4.14)

on each pair (¢, d) of specialisations of generators of A; described above. There are 9 such specialisations,
so making use of the cyclic antisymmetry we need to check (4.14) in 45 cases. Let us explain how to carry
out the computations in one case; the remaining cases are treated in a similar way, and the corresponding
double brackets that must be computed are gathered in Appendix B for the reader’s convenience.

Consider ¢ = a, d = b, where a,b € e; Aé. We have that ¢, d are generators of first type (2.13a) in A4,
so that ¢, d}5. =0 by (A.la) (for i = 1,j = 2). Also, we have by (2.14) that

fus
{c, d}}?;il =erxe1{a,b}éxé={a,b},
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since {a,b} = e; {a,b}’ é and the same holds for {a,b}”. Hence, by definition of (4.12) we can
simply write the left-hand side of (4.14) as ¥®2 {a,b}}. Meanwhile, we have that ¢(c) = ®ses1a and
Y(d) = Paea1b. Therefore, we get

(o), Z/J(d)}}};f =+ {2, @2}};2 e21b * eg1a + g * {eaa, ‘132}}};2 eo1b
+ ®y {{(I)Q, 621[)}}}:;2 * €910 + Pg *x Py {{621@, 6215}}};2 R

using the derivation rules of the double bracket {—, —}}};2. We now use the explicit form of this double

bracket given in Appendix A (for i = 2,5 = 1). To do so, note that in Ag, @5 is a generator of first type
(2.13a) while eaja, ea1b are generators of second type (2.13b). Hence the double bracket appearing in the
first term of (4.15) is given by (A.la), the one in the second term by (A.2a), the one in the third term
by (A.1b), and the one in the fourth term by (A.2b). Therefore,

(4.15)

{(e), v(d) }}};2 =4 2‘1)2 * (€210 ® Py — Poes1a @ e)earb

1
+ 5(1)2(62 ® Poea1h — P ® 6215) * €91a (416)

1
+ 5‘1)2 * Po(eg ® eg1ae21b — ea1besia ® es) .

Noting that aes = 0 = bea, we get that the last two terms of (4.16) vanish, and since the second and
third terms cancel out this yields

fu(e), v} =

Finally, we compute that
{(e), W(d)}1 77 =+ Do, By  earb x eg1a + By * {eara, Do} 7 621b
+ Oy { Do, eglb}md x eg1a + Do * Do {ea1a, eglb}}
=+ { Do, P2} eo1b * e21a + Poeay * {a, Do} €21b
+ Poeay {Po, b} x ea1a + Poeay * Paeay {a, b},

where we have used the derivation rules of the double bracket {—, — };;;2 for the first equality, and its

definition (2.14) using {—, —} for the second equality. By assumption, @, satisfies the multiplicative
property (4.2) for es in A, hence we can compute the double brackets in the first three terms of (4.18).
We get that (since eza = 0 = aez and the same holds for b, {a, P2} = 0= {P2, b} in this case)

(621@ ® (13’26215 — @Qegla ® 621b) (417)

N)I»—l

ind (4.18)

fw(e), p(d) )2 = (q>2621a® e21b — €210 @ PIea1b) + Poeay fa, b} ® Poesy fa, b} . (4.19)
Combining (4.17) and (4.19), we get that

{h(c),v(d)}y = Paeor {a,b} @ Paeay {a, b} = ®2 {a, b}, (4.20)

by definition of v, so this is precisely ¥®? {c, d},. O

4.2.2. Fusion of several idempotents.

Lemma 4.8. Let A be a double quasi-Poisson algebra over B, and let eq,es,e3 € B be orthogonal
idempotents. Let Ay = (Al )] . (resp. Ay := (A£2—>e1)e3—>e1) be the algebra obtained by fusing es
onto ey, then es onto ey (resp. es onto ey, then ez onto e1). Then the identity map on A induces an
isomorphism of double quasi-Poisson algebras ¢ : A1 — Ay over B’ = @Sel\{w} kes. If furthermore A

s quasi-Hamiltonian, then v is an isomorphism of quasi-Hamiltonian algebras.

Proof. The map ¢ : A7 — As induced by the identity is explicitly spelled out in the proof of Lemma
3.8. In particular, if {—, _}k,md denotes the double bracket from A induced in A, k = 1,2, the above-
mentioned proof also implies that

{{’lﬂ(c) ( }}2 sand T (1/] ® w) {{C dEl sind for all ¢, de Al : (421)
By construction A; and A, are obtained by the following composition of fusions
A AL S Ay, A AL S A, (4.22)

Thus, using Proposition 4.5 twice, the double quasi-Poisson bracket on A; is given by

{- _}1 = {-, _}1,ind +{-, _}i’}ﬁs +{-, _}}ijis : (4.23)
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Here, {—, }1 _fus denotes the double bracket from Appendix A which is added after the fusion ez — e

to get a double quasi-Poisson bracket on Aed e, and is then induced in A;; {—, }}f_fjé denotes the
double bracket from Appendix A which is added after the fusion es — e; to get a double quasi-Poisson
bracket on A;. In the same way, the double quasi-Poisson bracket on Ay is given by

21 31

{{_’ _}2 = {{_’ _EQ,ind + {{_’ _}27us + {_’ _}}27us ) (424)
where the double brackets are defined in analogy to the case of A;. In particular, we get from (4.21) that
the map ¥ : A7 — A, is an isomorphism of double quasi-Poisson algebras provided that for all ¢,d € Ay,

{0 (0) D DY3 fus + L0, V(D) Y2 fus = @ @) e, d} fay + W @ 9) fe.d} fs - (4.25)

This is proved in Appendix C. If A is quasi-Hamiltonian with multiplicative moment map ® = > _®,
where &, = e, P, e,, then using Proposition 4.5 the multiplicative moment map transforms under the
morphisms (4.22) as

Zq) — 62(1)2623(1)3632 + Z q) — 61(1)1612(1)2623(1)3632621 + Z (I) S Al,
$#2,3 s#1,2,3

Zq) — 61(1)1612(1)2621 + Z q) —> 61@1612@2621613@3631 + Z (I) S AQ
s#1,2 s#1,2,3

We can see that ¢ sends the multiplicative moment map of A; to the one of As. [

Lemma 4.9. Let A be a double Poisson algebra over B, and let e1,es,e3,e4 € B be orthogonal idem-
potents. Let Ay := (AL _.)l _. (resp. Ay = (A{;Hel ! e,) be the algebra obtained by fusing eq
onto es, then eg onto ey (resp. es onto ey, then ey onto es). Then the identity map on A induces an
isomorphism of double quasi-Poisson algebras ¢ : A1 — Ay over B’ = @561\974} kes. If furthermore A

s quasi-Hamiltonian, then 1 is an isomorphism of quasi-Hamiltonian algebras.
Proof. As in Lemma 3.9, we note that we can write generators of A; and Ay in the form
eaafa, for a € A, €eq € {1—64—62,612,634}, fa S {1—64—62,621,643}. (426)

Let us prove that the morphism v : A1 — Ao that we seek is simply the identity when written in terms
of these elements. Using Proposition 4.5 twice, the double quasi-Poisson bracket on A; is given by

{- _}1 = {-, _}1,ind +{-. _}111735 +{-, _}}?_}is : (4.27)

Here, {—, —}, ;4 denotes the double bracket from A induced in Ay; {—, }}1 _fus denotes the double
bracket from Appendix A which is added after the fusion ey — e3 to get a double quasi-Poisson bracket
on Af e, and is then induced in Ay; {—, — }f?; denotes the double bracket from Appendix A which
is added after the fusion es — €7 to get a double quasi-Poisson bracket on A;. In the same way, we can

write

{77 7}2 = {77 7}2,ind + {77 7%3}25 + {75 7}3335 . (428)
By Lemma 3.9, we directly have that
{’l/)(c) ( )}}2 sand T (1/} 02y ’l/)) {C dHl sind for all c, d S Al ) (429)

and we note that if we can show for all ¢,d € A,

fo(e), v}y oy = W ¥) {e.d} 7o, . and {(c), b)Y s = @@ V) fe.d}; fu, . (4:30)

then ¢ : A7 — As will be a morphism of double quasi-Poisson algebras. It suffices to prove one of the two
equalities in (4.30) since the other follows by symmetry. Checking that such an equality holds is easy on
generators of the form (4.26). For example, if we take ¢ = egqaé and d = e1abeys where é =1 — eg — ey,
we have in A; that

1 1
{c d}}??is = {{(e34a), e12(bess) }}1 Jus = 5 (€1 ® (e3sa)erz(bess) — e1(essa) ® e1a(beys)) = 5 €1 ®cd,

after using (A.1b) since egqaé € Ay is a generator of first type, while e12(bess) € A; is a generator of
second type. Meanwhile, we have in Ao that

1 1
{’l/)(c), ’l/)(d)}}g?is = €34 * {a, 612b}3?,i8 €43 = 5634 * (61 & (161217 —e1a® 612b> €43 = 5 e1 ® ’l/)(C)’L/)(d) s

where we used that the double bracket {—, 7}2 fus 18 induced in Ay from the double bracket in (A¢, e, )
given in Appendix A with j =2,i= 1.
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If A is quasi-Hamiltonian, the multiplicative moment map in A; and As can be written as

O = Pie12Pre01 + P3ezsPiess + Z o,
5#£1,2,3,4

80 1) is obviously a morphism of quasi-Hamiltonian algebras. (I

We can now derive the quasi-Poisson version of Theorem 3.10 by reproducing its proof with Lemmas
3.7, 3.8 and 3.9 replaced by Lemmas 4.7, 4.8 and 4.9 respectively. We use the notion of fusion algebra
respecting a partition defined before Theorem 3.10. Such an algebra inherits a double quasi-Poisson
bracket by repeated use of Proposition 4.5.

Theorem 4.10. Let A be a double quasi-Poisson algebra over B =
fusion algebras respecting a partition I = Ujeyl;.

Let J' = {j € J | |I;| > 1}, and assume that for each j' € J' and k € I; there exists @) € epAey
invertible in ex Aey which satisfies the multiplicative property (4.2) for ex. Then, there is a double quasi-
Poisson algebra isomorphism 1 : Ay — As. If furthermore A is quasi-Hamiltonian, then the morphism
Y A1 — As is an isomorphism of quasi-Hamiltonian algebras.

ser Kes. Assume that Ay, Ay are

In the statement, the set J’ corresponds to the idempotents in B C A which are involved in the fusions
defining A; and As. The extra assumption requiring the existence of @y, k € J’, is then sufficient to use
Lemma 4.7. In particular, given specific A; and As, it is possible to construct the isomorphism with the
existence of such elements ®; in a proper subset of J’, which can be empty as is easily seen from the case
of Lemma 4.8.

4.2.3. Fusion of morphisms.

Lemma 4.11. Let ¢ : Ay — As be a morphism of double quasi-Poisson algebras over B. Let A{ =
(A1)l

es—eq’

Ag = (A2)L .., be the fusion algebras with double brackets obtained by fusion of ex onto

e1. Then v induces a morphism of double quasi-Poisson algebras ¥/ : A{ — Ag. If furthermore 1 is a
morphism of quasi-Hamiltonian algebras, then so is .

Proof. By Proposition 4.5, the algebra A£ with £ = 1,2 has a double quasi-Poisson bracket given by
L T N [TE SE T (431)

We claim that the map ¥/ : A{ — Ag obtained from by (2.15) is the morphism that we seek. By
Lemma 2.5, we have that

W @ o7) fe,dby g = {07 (00T (@D g+ foralle,de Al

Moreover, 1)f preserves the type of generators in A{ , Ag as defined in Lemma 2.2, and the double brackets
{—,-} ko fus OT€ defined in terms of these types of generators. Therefore

W' @ ") fe,dby fos = {07 (0,0 (D 4, »  foralle,de Af.

Thus 7 : A{ — Ag is a morphism of double quasi-Poisson algebras.
In the quasi-Hamiltonian case, we can check that 1)/ maps the multiplicative moment map of A{ to
that of Ag . Hence, it is a morphism of quasi-Hamiltonian algebras. O

4.3. Application: Van den Bergh’s quasi-Hamiltonian structure for quivers. We can endow
specific localisations of the path algebras of quivers with a quasi-Hamiltonian algebra structure defined
by Van den Bergh [58, §6.7]. The double bracket was explicitly spelled out first in [11, Proposition 2.6],
then in full generalities in [20, Theorem 3.3]. To define this structure, we fix a quiver @, and consider
the path algebra of its double k@ following the conventions given in §2.2.2. We consider the algebra Ag
obtained by universal localisation of k@ from the set S = {1 + aa* | @ € Q}. This localisation can be
understood as adding local inverses e;(q) + aa® € €4(q)AQ€y(a)-

For each vertex s € I, consider a total ordering <, on the set Ts = {a € Q | t(a) = s}. This induces
an ordering function at the vertex s

0s(——):Q xQ —{-1,0,1},

which is defined on arrows a,b € Q by o4(a,b) = +1 if a <, b, 05(a,b) = —1 if b <, a, while it is zero
otherwise, i.e. if a =b € T, if a ¢ T or if b ¢ Ts. The algebra Ag has a double quasi-Poisson bracket
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defined by
1 . )
{a,a} = 50%(a) (a,a") (a2 ® €4(a) — Ch(a) ® a2) , fora e Q, (4.32a)
* 1, 1 .
{a,a"} = ena) @ €4y + 5@ & et(a) T 56h(a) ®aa

1
+ 50%(a) (a,a*) (a* ®a—a®a"), for a € Q, (4.32b)
and for b, ¢ € Q such that ¢ # b, b*

1 1
{{b, C} = — §Ot(b) (b, C) (b ® C) - §Oh(b) (b*, C*) (c ® b)

. ) (4.33)
+ EOt(b) (b, C*) ch ® ep) + §0h(b) (b*, c) En(p) @ be.

Moreover, Aq is quasi-Hamiltonian for the multiplicative moment map
—

=) o, ®.= [](es+aa”)®. (4.34)

sel a€Ts

Theorem 4.12. Up to isomorphism, the quasi-Hamiltonian algebra (Ag, {—, —}, ®) only depends on Q
seen as an undirected graph.

Proof. We first prove that the structure is independent of the direction of the arrow in a one-arrow
quiver. If @ is the quiver 1 — 2, the quasi-Hamiltonian algebra structure on Ag defined above is nothing
else than the structure defined on A; in Example 4.1. The same is true for the opposite quiver: the
quasi-Hamiltonian structure on Ager for Q°P given by 2 — 1 is the structure on A, given in Example 4.1.
In that same example, it was proved that there exists an isomorphism v : A; — As of quasi-Hamiltonian
algebras, thus the structures on Ag and Agor are isomorphic, as claimed.

Consider now an arbitrary quiver Q. As in the proof of Theorem 3.12, we note that Q can be obtained
by identifying vertices in the double Q*°? of the separated quiver Q*P. The algebra Agses is quasi-
Hamiltonian by combining Lemma 4.4 and the case of a one-arrow quiver described at the beginning of
this proof. In particular, the double quasi-Poisson bracket is given by

1
£o,0°} = ey, @ey, + 5(bb* ® €y, + €y,. @bD), (4.35)

for all b € @Q*°P and it is zero on every other pair of generators. The multiplicative moment map is defined
as

o= ) D, By, =ey +b"ifbE QP or By, = (ey, +b0°) N ifbEQP\ Q. (4.36)
beQeer

Fusing idempotents in Agse» according to the identification of vertices from Q* to Q) gives us Ag.

It is proved in [20, Theorem 3.3] that the quasi-Hamiltonian algebra structure obtained on Ag by fusion

using Proposition 4.5 is precisely the one given above. In particular, it does not depend on the order in
which we fuse the idempotents by Theorem 4.10.

It remains to see that this structure is independent of the directions of the arrows in @, up to isomor-

phism. This follows from Lemma 4.11 and the isomorphism that exists for a one-arrow quiver which was

given at the beginning of the proof. O

Remark 4.13. In [20, §3.2], modifications of the algebra A¢g and its quasi-Hamiltonian algebra structure
were considered. Namely, fixing a choice of coefficients v, € k, a € Q, satisfying v, = 74+, introduce the
algebra Ag - obtained by universal localisation of k@ from the set Sy = {1+ (va — 1)eyq) +aa* | a € Q}.
The double quasi-Poisson bracket is given by (4.32a), (4.33), while we consider (4.32b) with its first term
multiplied by v,. The multiplicative moment map ® = >___, ®, is such that

sel
N
(I)s = H (’Yaes + aa*)e(a) .
a€Ty

The proof of Theorem 4.12 can then be adapted to Ag . If 7, # 0 for all a € Q, we have furthermore
an isomorphism of double quasi-Poisson algebras ¢ : Ag — Ag, given on generators by

Y(a) =, ta, ¥(a*) =a*, forallacQ. (4.37)

Since ¥((e4(a) + aa*)(@) = %_E(a) (Ya€t(a) + aa*)<(®) for all a € Q due to the condition v, = Y4+, ¥ is in
fact an isomorphism of quasi-Hamiltonian algebras if a is a loop whenever v, # 1.
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5. Hp-POISSON STRUCTURES

5.1. Definition and general results. Let A be a k-algebra. Let [A, A] be the vector space spanned
by commutators in A, from which we can define Hy(A) := A/[A, A], the zeroth Hochschild homology of
A. Denote by a — @ the map which sends an element of A to its image in A/[A, A]. Remark that any
derivation 0 € Der(A) induces a linear map on Hy(A) since 9([a,b]) € [A, 4] for any a,b € A. Following
Crawley-Boevey [14], we say that a k-bilinear map (—, —) : Ho(A) x Ho(A) — Ho(A) is a Hy-Poisson
structure on A if it is a Lie bracket, i.e.

<a76> = 7<Ev d> ) <da <l_77 E>> + <Ba <Ev (_1>> + <Ea <a76>> = 07 (51)
and each linear map (a,—) : Ho(A) — Ho(A) is induced by a derivation 9, € Der(A4). We will write
(A, (—,—)) when we want to emphasise the Hy-Poisson structure on A.

In the relative setting where A is a B-algebra (following the convention of Section 2), we require that
the map (€, —) is induced by the trivial derivation 9. = 04 for each e € B. In that case, we say that the
Hy-Poisson structure (—, —) is B-linear.

Let (A1,(—,—)1) and (Aa, (—,—)2) be two B-algebras with Hy-Poisson structures. Note that if ¢ :
A; — As is a morphism of B-algebras, then ¢([a,b]) = [¢(a),d(b)] for any a,b € A so ¢ induces a
morphism ¢ : Ho(A;) — Ho(Az). We say that ¢ : Ay — Ay is a Hy-Poisson morphism if it is a morphism
of B-algebras such that the induced map ¢ : Ho(A;) — Hy(As) is a morphism of Lie algebras, i.e. for
any a@,b € Ho(A1),

(6(a), p(b))2 = ((@,b)1) - (5:2)
We say that it is an Hg-Poisson isomorphism if it is an isomorphism of B-algebras (hence ¢ is an
isomorphism of Lie algebras).

Let A be a B-algebra with double bracket {—, —}. Consider the bilinear map

{—,—t=mo{—,-}: AxA— A, (5.3)

obtained by composing the double bracket with the multiplication m of A. It inherits the B-linearity of
{—, -} in the following form: for any e € B, {e, —} and {—, e} are identically zero. Then, as noticed in
[58, Lemma 2.4.1], we have that the operation (5.3) induces well-defined maps

{— —}:Ho(A) x A— A, {—,—}:Hy(A) x Ho(A) — Ho(A). (5.4)

The first operation is such that for any @ € Hy(A) we have {a, —} € Der(A), while the second operation
is antisymmetric. By construction, this second linear map is given by

{a,b} = {a,b} = {a,b}, (5.5)
for any @,b € Ho(A) and lifts a,b € A. We have a B-linear Hy-Poisson structure on A provided that the
operation {—, —} on Hy(A) satisfies Jacobi identity.

Lemma 5.1. ([58, Lemma 2.6.2]) Let A be a B-algebra with double bracket {—, =}, and write {—, —, —}3 =
mo {—,—,—} for the map obtained by composing the triple bracket {—,—, —} given by (2.6) with the
multiplication m : A*3 — A. Then the induced map {—,—} : Ho(A) x Ho(A) — Ho(A) is a Ho-Poisson
structure if {—, —, —}3 vanishes identically.

In particular, we get a Hy-Poisson structure if {—, —} is a double (quasi-)Poisson bracket.

Proof. From [58, Corollary 2.4.4], we have the following identity in A

{a,{b,c}} —{b,{a,c}} — {{a,b},c} ={a,b,c}3s—{b,a,c}s. (5.6)

Hence if the right-hand side vanishes, this equality induced in Hy(A) is just Jacobi identity.

The second part of the statement is obvious for a double Poisson bracket, since {—,—,—} = 0
identically. For a double quasi-Poisson bracket, {—, —, —}3 = 0 because applying the multiplication map
to (4.1) gives zero. O

5.1.1. Structures induced by Hamiltonian algebras. We assume that (A,{—,—},u) is a Hamiltonian
algebra over B = @, kes. Fix (A;) € k! or equivalently A := Y _; Ases € B, and note that by
definition of the moment map, (3.1) implies that for any a € A

{a,u— A} = Z(esa@)es —es ®aes) .

sel

In particular, {a, p — A} = 0 after multiplication. This yields that, if (x — A) denotes the vector subspace

of Hy(A) spanned by the image of the ideal (z — A\) under the map A — A/[A, A], we have {a, (u — \)} €
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(u— M) for any a € Ho(A). In particular, the Hy-Poisson structure descends from Hy(A) to a Lie bracket
{—, =1 on Ho(A)* := Hy(A)/(n — \) given by
{a+u—X),b+ - ={a,bl+[4,A)+ (p—N), foranya,be A. (5.7)
Set A* = A/(u — \), and remark that we can identify Ho(A)* with Ho(A*) := A*/[A*, A*]. Under
this identification, the Lie bracket {—, —}* is given by
{a+ =20+ @-N}={ab}+{-N).
(Here, the bar in the right-hand side denotes the map A* — Hy(A4*).) We get that A is endowed with a

Hy-Poisson structure since the linear map {a@+ (u — A), —} on Ho(A%) is induced by 9, € Der(A4*) given
by

da(b+ (n—A)) = {a,b} + (1 — A),
for any lifts a,b € A. Note that the induced linear map on Hy(A") is independent of the lift, though
Oas Oatpu—x € Der(A*) are not the same in general. Indeed {u — A\, b} = > s(bes — esb) may be nonzero,
but it vanishes modulo commutators. Combining this discussion with Lemma 5.1, we have obtained the
following result.

Proposition 5.2. ([58, Proposition 2.6.5]) Let (A, {—, =}, 1) be a Hamiltonian algebra. Then for any
A\ € B, the Hy-Poisson structure {—, —} on A descends to a Hy-Poisson structure {—,—}* on A™.

Proposition 5.3. Let ¢ : (A1, {—,—},) = (A2, {—,—},) be a morphism of double Poisson algebras.
Then ¢ : (A1,{—,—}1) = (A2, {—, —}2) is a Ho-Poisson morphism.

If ¢ is a morphism of Hamiltonian algebras, then for any A € B, ¢ induces a Hy-Poisson morphism
1 (A — N {—s — 1) = (A (2 — A)y [, —1):
Proof. In the first case, we just have to show that ¢ is a morphism of Lie algebras. For any a,b € Aj,
(2.9) yields ¢({a,b}1) = {¢(a), p(b)}2. Hence, we get from (5.5) that for any a,b € Ho(A;) with arbitrary
lifts a, b S Al,

{p(a), o(b)}2 = {#(a), p(b)}2 = {d(a), #(b) }2 = d({a,b}1) = ¢({a,b}1) = ¢({a, b}1) .
t ¢

A

In the secogi case, note tha

morphism ¢* : Ho(A?) — Ho(

we have that ¢ induces a map
¢ : Ho(A7) = Ho(A1)/(p1 — A) — Ho(As2)/(u2 — A) = Ho(A3)

which coincides with the map E induced by ¢*. We can thus use (5.7) to conclude. ([

(1 — A)) C (2 — A) so ¢ induces a morphism ¢* : A} — A2 hence a
)

(
2) where A} = A/(p;—\). In the same way, since ¢((p1 — A)) C (2 — A),

Example 5.4. Consider the Hamiltonian algebra structure on the path algebra of a double quiver Q
given in §3.3. By Lemma 5.1, we get a Ho-Poisson structure on k@, and its associated Lie bracket
on Hy(kQ) is the necklace Lie bracket [7, 29]. By Proposition 5.2, the double bracket on k@ descends
to a Ho-Poisson structure on II*(Q) := kQ/(u — A) [14, 58]. The algebra IT(Q) is called a deformed
preprojective algebra [15, Section 2]|. It was proved by Crawley-Boevey and Holland in [15, Lemma 2.2)
that deformed preprojective algebras are independent of the orientation chosen on (). Using Theorem
3.12, we obtain that the Hyp-Poisson structure hence defined is independent of the orientation chosen on @
up to isomorphism, and we can easily check that these isomorphisms are realised by the maps considered
by Crawley-Boevey and Holland.

5.1.2. Structures induced by quasi-Hamiltonian algebras. We assume that (A4, {—,—},®) is a quasi-
Hamiltonian algebra over B = @, kes. Fix (c¢;) € (k*)! or equivalently ¢ := Y _,cses € B*.
By definition of the multiplicative moment map, for any a € A we have

1
{a,® —c} = —EZ(Q)S@)aeS —da®es+es®als —esa® D),
sel
so that {a,® — ¢} = 0 after multiplication. We can thus adapt the discussion from §5.1.1 to the quasi-
Hamiltonian setting with A° = A/(® — ¢) and get the following results.

Proposition 5.5. ([58, Proposition 5.1.5]) Let (A, {—, -}, ®) be a quasi-Hamiltonian algebra. Then for
any ¢ € B*, the Hy-Poisson structure {—, —} on A descends to a Hy-Poisson structure {—, —}° on A°.

Proposition 5.6. Let ¢ : (A1, {—,—},) = (A2, {—, —}5) be a morphism of double quasi-Poisson alge-
bras. Then ¢ : (A1,{—,—}1) — (A2, {—, —}2) is a Hy-Poisson morphism.
If ¢ is a morphism of quasi-Hamiltonian algebras, then for any ¢ € B*, ¢ induces a Hy-Poisson

morphism ¢ : (A1/(®1 —¢),{=, —}7) = (A2/(P2 = ¢), { =, —}5).
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Example 5.7. Consider the quasi-Hamiltonian algebra structure on the localisation Ag of the path
algebra of a double quiver @ given in §4.3, which depends on an ordering of the arrows. The algebra
A°(Q) == Ag/(® — ¢) is called a multiplicative preprojective algebra [16]. As noticed by Van den Bergh
[58, Proposition 6.8.1], the double bracket on Ag descends to a Hy-Poisson structure on A°(Q), see
Proposition 5.5. It was proved by Crawley-Boevey and Shaw [15, Theorem 1.4] that multiplicative
preprojective algebras are independent of the orientation chosen on @, and of the ordering of the arrows.
Using Theorem 4.12, we obtain that the Hy-Poisson structure on a multiplicative preprojective algebra
is independent of the orientation and the ordering of the arrows up to isomorphism, and we can check
that such isomorphisms are precisely realised by the maps considered by Crawley-Boevey and Shaw.

5.1.3. Relation to the affine moduli space of representations. We assume that the base field k is an
algebraically closed field of characteristic zero. Consider an algebra A over B = P, kes. We denote
the affine representation space (relative to B) of A with dimension vector a € N! by Rep(4, «). Explicitly,
Rep(A, ) parametrises representations p of A on k™, N = > «y, such that the idempotent matrix p(e;)

is given by diag(0a,,---,0a, 1,1da,;0a, ;- -, 0a ) after identification of I with {1,...,[I[}. In other
words, under the decomposition

KV =k* ok @... @k 1, (5.8)
p(es) projects an element (vy,...,v7) onto (0,...,0,vs,0,...,0), where for all 7 € I we have v, € k.

There is a natural action of GL, := [], GLq, (k) by change of basis with respect to the decomposition
(5.8). For any a € A, we denote by X(a) the function on Rep(A, a) which returns the matrix representing
a at each point, i.e. X(a)(p) = p(a). Following [14, 58], we note that the map

tr: A — k[Rep(4, a)], tr(a)= Z X(a)ii, (5.9)
1<i<N

has its image which generates k[Rep(4, a)]%=. Furthermore, given a@ € Hy(A) and two lifts a1, as € A,
we note that tr(a;) = tr(az) since the trace vanishes on commutators of matrices.

Theorem 5.8. ([14, Theorem 4.5]) Let (—, —) be a Hy-Poisson structure on A. Then, for any dimension
vector «, there is a unique Poisson bracket {—,—} on O[Rep(A, a)|SY such that for any a,b € A

{tr(a), tr(b)} = tr((a, b)), (5.10)
where (@, b)! € A is an arbitrary lift of (a,b) € Ho(A).

Proposition 5.9. If ¢ : (A1, (—,—)1) = (A2,(—, —)2) is a Ho-Poisson morphism, then the morphism
bo : O[Rep(Ay, a)]9Fe — O[Rep(As, a)]Cle | uniquely defined by ¢q(tr(a)) = tr(¢(a)) for any a € Ay, is
a Poisson morphism.

Proof. Denote by {—, —}1 the Poisson bracket on O[Rep (A4, a)]%« induced by Theorem 5.8 for k = 1, 2.
Then, on generators tr(a), tr(b) of O[Rep(A;, )]t we have that

{Ga(t0(a)), da(tr(B)) 2 ={tr(6(a)), tr(6(8)}2 = tr(B(a), BONL) = tr((6(@), 6BNL) . (5.11a)
Ba({tr(a), tr(b)}1) = (tr((@B})) = tr (6((@,B))) = tr ((6(a,B)1)"). (5.11b)

For (5.11a), we used the definition of ¢, in the first equality, the definition (5.10) of the Poisson bracket
in the second, the fact that ¢ : Ho(A;) — Ho(As2) is induced by ¢ in the third; we used these results
similarly in (5.11b). As the final terms in (5.11a) and (5.11b) are equal due to (5.2) since ¢ is a Hyp-Poisson
morphism, we get that ¢, is a Poisson morphism. If ¢ is an isomorphism with inverse ¢p=1 : Ay — A,
then the inverse of ¢, is given by tr(a) — tr(¢~'(a)) for any a € A,. O

5.2. Some applications. We have obtained in § 5.1 that morphisms of double (quasi-)Poisson algebras
induce morphisms of quotients of these algebras obtained by fixing the (multiplicative) moment maps to a
linear combination of idempotents. In particular, the induced morphisms define morphisms of coordinate
rings of moduli spaces of representations. We investigate these constructions in the rest of this section.
We will study several basic examples and their relation to the first Weyl algebra and quantum tori, as
well as the morphisms that they induce on (g-)Calogero-Moser spaces which will appear in Section 6.

In this subsection, all algebras are B-algebras for the convention of Section 2. In that case, a B-linear
morphism is a morphism satisfying ¢(e) = e for all e € B.
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5.2.1. Using Hamiltonian algebras. Given a Hamiltonian algebra (A, {—, —}, u) over B, let us denote by
Aut(A) := Autp(A) its group of B-linear automorphisms, and HAut(A) the subgroup of automorphisms
which are morphisms of Hamiltonian algebras. Following [6], let us also introduce Aut(A;pu) as the
subgroup of automorphisms of A preserving u. It is clear that we have the inclusions

HAut(A) C Aut(A; p) C Aut(A). (5.12)

Remark 5.10. The inclusions in (5.12) are not necessarily equalities. Consider A = k(x,y, z) with
double Poisson bracket given on generators by

{zay}}::l@la {Z,Z}:Z@)l*l@z, {xvz}:():{yaz}a
and moment map p = [x,y] + z. Consider the automorphisms ¢,v : A — A defined on generators by
1 1

Then ¢ preserves p but it is not a morphism of double brackets, while ¢/ does not preserve p.

The first inclusion from (5.12) descends to an inclusion HAut(A) C Aut(A4;p) in the quotient A* =
A/(pp — A) for any A € B. Moreover, the automorphisms in HAut(A) preserve the induced Hp-Poisson
structure by Proposition 5.3.

Example 5.11. Consider the Jordan quiver @, consisting of the vertex set I = {0} and a single arrow
which is a loop a : 0 — 0. Its double @, contains an additional arrow a* : 0 — 0. The path algebra of
Q. has a Hamiltonian algebra structure constructed in §3.3. Under a — z,a* — y we can induce the
Hamiltonian algebra structure on the free algebra Fo = k(z, y) by taking the double Poisson bracket

{z,yp =101, {z,2}=0={y, v}, (5.13)

with the moment map p = [z, y]. Meanwhile, we can start with the opposite quiver Qo given by b : 0 — 0,
and the isomorphism b — x,b* — y induces the same Hamiltonian algebra structure on Fy ~ kQ%. By
Theorem 3.12, we have isomorphic Hamiltonian algebras if we start with Q. or Q37, and the isomorphism
can be computed from Example 3.1 to be

P kQo — kQ¥,  (a) =b*, Y(a*) = —b. (5.14)
Under the identifications with Fs, ¢/ induces an isomorphism of Hamiltonian algebras given by
F:Fo—=Fo, Flx)=vy, Fly)=—-=z. (5.15)

The automorphism F satisfies 74 = id and is sometimes called the formal Fourier transform. We can
also easily check that for all v € k and k£ > 0 the automorphism

Gy Fo = Fo,  dpq(2) =2 +99", dr,(y) =y, (5.16)

defines an isomorphism of Hamiltonian algebras as it preserves (5.13) and the moment map. Hence, we
also get the isomorphism of Hamiltonian algebras

Gy =F 'odh o F :Fa 5 Fo, ¢ () ==, ¢ (y) =y+7ya". (5.17)

Imposing the relation x = 1, the automorphisms (5.16) and (5.17) descend to automorphisms of the first
Weyl algebra Ay = k{z,y)/(zy —yx — 1).

It is a result of Dixmier [17, Théoreéme 8.10] that the images in A; of the automorphisms (5.16) and
(5.17) generate the whole group of automorphisms.

Corollary 5.12. Let Fo be the free algebra on two generators and Ay be the first Weyl algebra. Then
HAut(F2) surjects onto Aut(Aq).

Remark 5.13. Using Proposition 5.3, any automorphism of the first Weyl algebra preserves the Hy-
Poisson structure induced by (5.13). However, this result is not interesting as Ho (A1) is trivial. If we set
instead the moment map p to 0 in Example 5.11, we get that the Hy-Poisson structure induced by (5.13)
on k[x,y] is the canonical Poisson bracket defined by {z,y} =1 and {z,2} =0 = {y,y}.

Let us now assume that k is of characteristic zero and algebraically closed. The elements of Ho(A™)
induce generators of representation spaces using the trace map as in §5.1.3, and we can obtain the
following diagram for any dimension vector o € N/
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HAut(A) Aut(A; p) Aut(A)
HAut(A) Aut(4; 1) Aut(4%)
HAut(A),, Aut(A; 1), Aut(A})

where A} = O[Rep(A4*, a)]%Le denotes the coordinate ring of X (1) “1(A1dy)// GL4 for A1dy, = (\s Ida, )s.
The automorphisms in HAut(A),, are Poisson by Proposition 5.9.

For a quiver @, consider the Hamiltonian algebra structure on k@ given in § 3.3. We get that HAut(kQ)
induces Poisson automorphisms on the corresponding quiver varieties by the above argument. It is an
interesting question to understand what are the properties of these morphisms.

Example 5.14. We work over k = C. Consider the quiver 1 formed by the vertices I = {0, 00} and
arrows ¢ : 0 = 0, v = 0 = oco. The Hamiltonian automorphisms on C(z,y) from Example 5.11 can
be extended to CQ; using z — x, y — z* and acting as the identity on v,v*. Fix n € N*. If we take
(A0s Aso) = (1, —n) and (ap, aso) = (1, 1) and denote the corresponding quiver variety as Cy,, the elements
of HAut(CQ) descend to Poisson automorphisms on C,. As the group of automorphisms generated by
the images of ¢y -, (b;m acts transitively on C,, by [4, Theorems 1.2,1.3], the same result holds for the
image of HAut(CQ1). The variety C,, is the n-th Calogero-Moser space [61], see §6.1.

If @2 is the quiver obtained from @); by adding an arrow oo — 0, we can reproduce the same con-
struction with the same parameters to get a quiver variety Cp 2. It is proved in [6] that a subgroup of
Aut(CQ2; i) acts transitively on C,, 2 when induced onto this space, see also [41]. It is not known if the
subgroup of Poisson automorphisms induced by HAut(CQ») also acts transitively.

5.2.2. Using quasi-Hamiltonian algebras. Given a quasi-Hamiltonian algebra (A, {—, -}, ®) over B, we
can reproduce the construction from §5.2.1. Namely, we can define the group of B-linear automorphisms
Aut(A), the subgroup of quasi-Hamiltonian automorphisms qHAut(A), and the subgroup Aut(A4;®) of
automorphisms of A preserving ®. We get the inclusions

qHAut(A) C Aut(A4; @) C Aut(4). (5.18)

The first inclusion descends to an inclusion of automorphisms of the quotient A° = A/(® — ¢) for any
¢ € B* such that the image of gHAut(A) preserves the Hy-Poisson structure obtained from Proposition
5.6. If k is of characteristic zero and algebraically closed, they furthermore descend to automorphisms
of affine moduli spaces of representations, for which the elements in the image of gHAut(A) are Poisson
isomorphisms by Proposition 5.9.

Example 5.15. Consider the Jordan quiver @, as in Example 5.11. The localisation Ag, of the path
algebra of @, has a quasi-Hamiltonian algebra structure constructed in §4.3. Let Fa 5 = k(z,y)s be the
universal localisation of k(z,y) with respect to the set S = {1 + zy,1 + yz}. Under a — y,a* — = we
can induce the quasi-Hamiltonian algebra structure on Fy g ~ Ag, with double quasi-Poisson bracket

fa, 2}, = —%(%2 ®l-10*), {y.u}, = +%(92 ®1-10y?),
(5.19)

1
{y,x}}l:1®1+§(xy®1+1®y$+x®y—y®x),

and the multiplicative moment map ® = (1 + yz)(1 + zy)~*. This corresponds to taking the ordering
a < a*. If we consider the other ordering a* < a, we get the double quasi-Poisson bracket

froh = +5@01-1027), fyuh =307 el-164Y),
(5.20)

1
{y,x}}Q:1®1+§(xy®1+1®yx—x®y+y®x),

and the multiplicative moment map ® = (1 + xy)~'(1 + yz). We can read from the proof of Lemma
4.7 that the isomorphism of quasi-Hamiltonian algebras from (Fo g, {—,—};,®) to (Fao,s,{—, -}, ")
is given by

U :Fas = Fas, ¢(z) =a(l+ay), v(y) =1 +zy)"y. (5.21)
As in Example 5.11, we can start with the opposite quiver Qo¥ given by b : 0 — 0, and considering
the ordering b* < b we get a quasi-Hamiltonian algebra structure on Ager. Under the identification
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Fa 5 >~ Agor given by b — y,b" — x, we again get a quasi-Hamiltonian algebra structure on F3 g, which
is given by {—, -}, and @5 defined above. By Theorem 4.12, we have isomorphic quasi-Hamiltonian
algebras if we start with Q, or Q2”, and the isomorphism® can be computed from Example 4.1 to be

a—b*, a* s —(14+0bb*)" 1.
Hence it gives an isomorphism of quasi-Hamiltonian algebras from (Fo g, {—, =}, , ®) to (F2,5, {—, -}, , ®’)
as
£:Fas = Fas, &(2)=—(1+yx) 'y, &@y) == (5.22)

Note that £ o9p~! € qHAut(F2 ) when Fs 5 is endowed with {—, —}, and ®'. Finally, we note that the
automorphism

¢B :FQ,S _>F2,Sa ¢ﬂ($) :ﬁ_lxa ¢B(y) :ﬁya ﬁ ekx ) (523)
is such that ¢s € qHAut(F25) for both quasi-Hamiltonian algebra structures. After imposing the
relations ® = ¢!, ® = c¢~! for ¢ € k¥, the automorphisms 1, £, ¢ descend to automorphisms 1, €, ¢
of the localised first quantised Weyl algebra B defined as

Bl = (Af)14ay, A7 :=k(z,9)/(1+2y —c(l +yz)). (5.24)
They can be used to define the following elements of Aut(BY),
(@,9) = (L +y)a,y(L+y2) ), (@,y) = (-1 +y2) "y, ), (v,y) = (B2, By), Bek*. (5.25)

Alev and Dumas classified the automorphisms of Bf in [2, Théoréme 1.7], and they obtained that for
¢ # £1, Aut(B§) is generated by the three automorphisms (5.25).

Corollary 5.16. Fiz ¢ € k\ {0,£1}. Let Fo 5 = k(z,y)s for S = {1 + zy,1 + yz} and B be the
localisation of the first quantised Weyl algebra defined by (5.24). Then, the automorphisms of BY are all
induced by isomorphisms of quasi-Hamiltonian algebras on Fa g (possibly for different structures).

Contrary to the case of the first Weyl algebra obtained in Corollary 5.12, we do not have a surjection
qHAut(F2 s) — Aut(B§) since ¢ : Fo ¢ — F2 g given by (5.21) does not preserve the double bracket (5.19)
or its multiplicative moment map ®. This illustrates the key difference between Lemma 3.7 and Lemma
4.7 : in the quasi-Hamiltonian setting, performing fusion in the opposite order induces a non-trivial
isomorphism.

Example 5.17. Let Ly = k(z*!, y*!) denote the (non-commutative) algebra of Laurent polynomials in
two variables. There is a quasi-Hamiltonian algebra structure on Ly with double quasi-Poisson bracket

o} =450 01-100), fryh=-30*el-1a4),
(5.26)

1
fe.yd =srel+lory —20y+ye),
and multiplicative moment map ® = zyx~!y~!. This quasi-Hamiltonian algebra was considered in [11]
after localisation of Ag,. It can also be obtained from an intersection pairing on the fundamental group

7 of a punctured torus as we have
Lo o~ k(zE! yF @) /(® — zyz~ly ™) = 7,

see the work of Massuyeau-Turaev [40]. Elements of Aut(m) which are not acting by conjugation can be
found in [31, Appendix], and they include the Dehn twists

T:LQ%LQ; T(Z')ZSCy, T(y):ya
N . - (5.27)
T:Lo =Ly, 7T(z)=2x, 7(y) =yz.

We have 7,7 € Aut(Lg, @), and we can prove that both automorphisms preserve the double bracket
(5.26), hence these elements belong to qHAut(Lz). We also get that

Yooly) =yay !, (5.28)

o7 o7~!. Finally, we note that the automorphism

o:Ls = Lo, ofx)=y~

belongs to qHAut(Ls) in view of 0 = 771

¢a,ﬁ : L2 — LQ; ¢a,ﬁ(z) = ax, ¢a,ﬂ(y) = /Bya avﬂ S kx ) (529)

is such that ¢o s € qHAut(L2). Imposing the relation ® = c for ¢ € k*, all these automorphisms descend
to automorphisms of the quantum torus

Cf = k({z™,y*")/(zy — cyx). (5.30)

3We take a < a* and b* < b to define the quasi-Hamiltonian structures.
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They can be used to define the following elements of Aut(CY),

(z,y) = (2y,y), (2,9) = (' 2), (2,9) = (az,By), o, €k (5.31)
We get from [36, Theorem 1.5] or [2, Proposition 1.6] that for ¢ # +1, the automorphisms (5.31)

generate Aut(C§). The first two automorphisms in (5.31) generate a subgroup isomorphic to SL2(Z), and
we have in particular Aut(C§) ~ SLa(Z) x (k*)2.

Corollary 5.18. Fiz c € k\ {0,£1}. Let Ly = k(z*',y*!) and C§ be the quantum torus defined by
(5.30). Then qHAut(Ly) surjects onto Aut(CS).

Remark 5.19. Similarly to the case of the first Weyl algebra discussed in Remark 5.13, the Hyp-Poisson
structure on C§ is trivial for ¢ # +1. For ¢ = +1, we get that the Hy-Poisson structure induced by (5.26)
on k[z*!,y*1] is the Poisson bracket defined by {z,y} = 2y and {z,2} =0 = {y, y}.

Example 5.20. We work over k = C. Consider the quasi-Hamiltonian algebras Lo from Example 5.17
and Ag from § 4.3, where @) consists of a unique arrow v : 0 — oco. After fusion of the idempotent ey € Ag
onto the unit of La, we get an algebra A’ which is quasi-Hamiltonian by Proposition 4.5. Fix n € N* and
g € C* not a root of unity. Taking (cg,ceo) = (¢,¢™") and (o, ) = (n, 1), the corresponding affine
moduli space of representations C¢ is the ¢g-Calogero-Moser space [11, 44]. Since qHAut(Ly) C qgHAut(A’)
descends to an algebra acting by Poisson automorphisms on representation spaces, we get an action of
SL2(Z) by Poisson automorphisms on C4.

6. DUAL INTEGRABLE SYSTEMS FROM QUIVERS

We have seen as part of Theorems 3.12 and 4.12 that the (quasi-)Hamiltonian algebra associated with
a quiver only depends on the underlying undirected graph, up to isomorphism. In particular, we obtain
from Proposition 5.9 an isomorphism of Poisson varieties after considering the orbit spaces obtained by
(quasi-)Hamiltonian reduction of the representation spaces of these algebras. We will investigate this
observation using a family of quivers denoted @Q,,, and their opposites Q2 obtained by reversing all the
arrows in each quiver ),,,. The motivation underlying this investigation is that the quiver should also
dictate a particular choice of local coordinates on a subset of the associated Poisson variety, such that
the isomorphism described above will lead us to dual integrable systems. When the quiver is a cyclic
quiver extended by one arrow, the choice of local coordinates that we consider on the associated space
will satisfy the principle (P) stated as follows

e the matrices representing the arrows in the cyclic quiver are diagonal matrices, which are either
equal or related through the moment map equations;
e the matrix representing the additional arrow is a (co)vector with all entries equal to +1.
These two rules will serve us to fix the choice of representatives, up to a residual finite action. Furthermore,
we will see that this choice naturally ensures that we obtain Lax matrices for integrable systems in the
Calogero-Moser (CM) and Ruijsenaars-Schneider (RS) families [10, 42, 53, 56]. By following this general
idea, we will see that the reversing of arrows @), ~ Q% yields
(1) self-duality of the generalised rational CM systems from [13] in §6.1;
(2) the standard duality of the hyperbolic CM and rational RS systems in §6.2;
(3) the new dual integrable system of a modified hyperbolic RS system in §6.3;
(4) the standard self-duality of the hyperbolic RS system in §6.4.
For the interested reader which has only a limited background on integrable systems, we recommend
to consult [18, Lectures 1-2] for an introduction to the subject of CM systems using the perspective of
Hamiltonian reduction.

Remark 6.1. Below, we work over k = C, we fix m > 1 and we let I = Z/mZ. All the computations pro-
vided are given under the assumption that m > 2 to simplify the presentation. The statements regarding
the local coordinates and their Poisson brackets also hold in the case m = 1, and the computations in
that case can be easily adapted by the reader.

6.1. Self-duality of rational CM systems. We consider the quiver Q,, with vertex set I = I U {00},
and m + 1 arrows given by z, : s — s+ 1 for each s € I, and v : 0o — 0. In the double Q,,, we denote
the opposite arrows by =% : s+1 — s, v* : 0 — co. We also consider the quiver Q% with the same vertex
set but with arrows ys : s +1 — s, w : 0 — oo. The double Q% has additional arrows y* : s — s + 1,
w* : 00 — 0. These quivers are depicted in Figure 1.

Using § 3.3, the path algebra of each quiver has a Hamiltonian algebra structure, and by Theorem 3.12

and Example 3.1 we have an isomorphism of Hamiltonian algebras given by

¥ :CQm — CQY, ¥(ws) =yp, ¥(7) = —ys, Y(v) =w", (") = —w. (6.1)
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Q)

FIGURE 1. On the left : the double quiver Q,, whose continuous arrows belong to the
original quiver @,,. On the right : the double quiver Q% whose continuous arrows belong
to the original quiver Q.

Denote the moment maps by p and p°. In view of Proposition 5.9, the map v induces a Poisson
isomorphism 3 B 3

U : Rep(CQum/ (i — A), @) // GLa — Rep(CQ7Y /(1" — A), @) // GLa (6.2)
for any o € N™*! and A= Zsel As€s + Aoo€oo With A, Ao € C. We will consider the cases where the
dimension vector « is such that for some n > 1 we put ay = n for each s € I and ay = 1, while the

parameters defining \ are subject to Moo = —n|A| for [A| := 3, A\s. Moreover the () are assumed to
satisfy the following regularity conditions
DAHEO, KD A F A A+ A, (6.3)
sel sel

forall k € Z and 1 <r <7/ < m — 1. Under these conditions, the spaces appearing in (6.2) are smooth
and irreducible of dimension 2n [13].

6.1.1. Space associated with Q,,. Denote the reduced space Rep(CQn /(1 — A),@)// GLy by C,. By
construction it can be described as the set of matrices

Xs, X2 € Matyxn(C), V €Matixn(C), V* € Mat,«x1(C), (6.4)
satisfying the m relations
X X7 = X1 Xsm1 = 050V"V = A5 Idp (6.5)
where we identify the elements in the same orbit of the action
9 (X, X3, VoV*) = (95 X951, 9s1X595 1, Vg H90V™) s 9= (g5) € GLA(C)™. (6.6)
In view of the principle (P), we consider the subspace C, C C,, where there exists a representative with
Xs =diag(qr, ..., qn), s€l, V=(1,...,1), (6.7)

where ¢; # 0 and ¢;" # ¢;" for all ¢ # j. Solving the constraint (6.5), we see that we can take

. 1 4 q; .
(X3)ij :5ijpj+5ij;(>‘1+-'-+/\S)*5(i¢j)|>‘| . s s€l, VE=—NE.. )T, (68)
j i o

where the (p;) € C" are free, and we recall |\ = >°_A,. This choice is unique up to the action by the
generalised symmetric group Z,1S,, where S, acts by simultaneous permutation of the (g;,p;), while
(ki) € Z7, acts by (i, pi) = (@ipki, p;) where p,, is a fixed primitive m-th root of unity.

Lemma 6.2. The reduced Poisson bracket is such that {q;,q;} = 0 = {p;,p;} and {qi,p;} = L6i;.

m

Proof. By construction, the double bracket on CQ,, is such that {z,, 2%} = 6,s€,11 @ €, {zr, 2} =0
and {z*,2*} = 0. Denote by {—, —}* the Hy-Poisson structure on A* := CQ,,/(u— ) and @ € Hy(AN)
the image of an element a € A*. We can compute from these results that for « := 2¢...2,,—1 and any
kleN,

{ab, 2} =0, {2k, 2}, jwm_1at} = ko, {2 @pm1ab 1, a2} = (k=) 2t 2z

Hence by Theorem 5.8, if we let Xy = Xo... X;—1 we get on Cp,
{tr X}t e XL} =0, {tr X} tr X} Xpo1X,.}=ktr XEH

cycr cycr cyc

{or X7 X X0 tr X0 X 1 X b= (k= D tr X, X X2EL

cyer cyc

(6.9)

It remains to use these identities and the local coordinates as in the proof of [18, Proposition 2.7]. O
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The above description of C,, was essentially given by Chalykh and Silantyev [13, Section V].
6.1.2. Space associated with Q% . Denote the reduced space Rep(CQ% /(u — X),a)// GLy by CoP. As
in the previous case, it can be described as the set of matrices
Ys, Y € Mat,xn(C), W™ e Mat1x,(C), W € Mat, «1(C), (6.10)
satisfying
Yo 1YV =YY + 00WW™ = X\, 1d,, (6.11)
under identifications of the elements of each orbit for the action
9 (Ya, Y, WoW) = (gs41Ysg5 5 95V 9, 00Ws , W '), g = (95) € GL,(C)™. (6.12)

Following the principle (P), we consider the subspace (CP)" C C2P where there exists a representative
with

Y, = diag(gi,....qn), s€ I, W=(1,....,1)T, (6.13)
where ¢; # 0 and ¢;" # ¢j* for all i # j. We can then take

°og om—s—1
* o 1 4; 95 *
(Ys )ij :5”]?]75”(?—(A1++AS)75(Z¢J)|>\| (j’mj (jm y SGI, W* = |)\|(1,,1) (614)
J i 7

This choice is unique up to the action of Z,,.5,.
Lemma 6.3. The reduced Poisson bracket is such that {G;,q;} = 0 = {p;,p;} and {G;,p;} = =5i;.

Proof. By construction, the double bracket on CQ? is such that {y,,y:} = 6,56, @ €r11, {yr,ys} =0
and {y*,y*}} = 0. It then suffices to adapt the proof of Lemma 6.2. O

6.1.3. Duality. After rescaling the Poisson brackets on C,,,C2P by a factor m, we have a set of Darboux
coordinates on a dense subset of each space. Let Xcye = Xo... Xim—1, X:yc =X} _1...X5, and Yo =

Yio1... Yo, Y2 =Y ... Y ;. It is clear that the Poisson isomorphism (6.2) is such that

cyc

trYF oW = (=) tr(X2 )", trXE oWt =tr(Y: )",

cyc cyc cyc cyc

In particular, these identities expressed in terms of Darboux coordinates yield that (tr(YC’;C)k)Z:1 form

an integrable system on C2P, and the same holds for (tr(X ;*yc)k)}i:l on C,. Moreover, they are action-

angle dual by definition. In the coordinates (g;,p;), the functions (tr(X,.)")i_; define a generalisation
of the CM system which was introduced by Chalykh and Silantyev [13]. The same holds for the functions
(tr(Yz )*)R_, in the coordinates (g;,p;), so that we get self-duality for CM systems having Z, 1S,

cyc
symmetry.

Remark 6.4. In the case m = 1, we recover the well-known duality of the CM system of type A, _1
[34, 52, 61]. For m = 2 we get the duality of type B,, in view of [13, Example 5.6].

6.2. Duality of hyperbolic CM - rational RS systems. We modify §6.1 as follows. Consider the
algebra R, obtained by adding to CQ,, local inverses z; ! = e 4125 te, satisfying

vt =e,, x; ', =e5qq, forallsel. (6.15)

Introducing &5 = xsa} and ¥ = v*, R, is the path algebra of the quiver Q,,, with relations (6.15) depicted
on the left of Figure 2. The double bracket on CQ,, uniquely extend to R, by the derivation rule [58,
Proposition 2.5.3], hence R,, is a Hamiltonian algebra.

Reproducing this construction, we can form the algebra R,Off by adding local inverses (y?)~! =
es+1(y?)"les to the path algebra CQ% of the double of the quiver Q%. (Note that the superscript
op indicates that we work with the opposite quiver, not that we take the opposite multiplication in Rm)
Taking zs = yiys, 2s = ya, and w = w*, R%’ is the path algebra of the quiver Qfﬁf with relation depicted
on the right of Figure 2. We also obtain a Hamiltonian algebra structure on Rﬁ;’f such that the map ¢
(6.1) extends to an isomorphism of Hamiltonian algebras

1/; : Rm - Rfrgv 7/;(505) = 257 7/;(555) = —Zs; 1/;(1)) = ﬁ)a 1/;(6) = -w. (616)

The map 7,/; induces a Poisson isomorphism ¥ on associated Poisson varieties as in §6.1. We consider the
same dimension vector o and regular parameter A\ as in §6.1 for the rest of this subsection.
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FIGURE 2. Representation as quivers with relations of the algebras obtained from CQm
and CQ% by localisation.

6.2.1. Space associated with Q,,. Denote the reduced space Rep(Ry /(1 — A), @)// GLy by Cy. Tt is the
subset of C,, where each X is invertible, and where we use the elements XS = XX}, V = V*. To follow
the principle (P) with the matrices (X, V'), we consider again the subspace C;, C C, C C, where there
exists a representative with

X =diag(x1,...,2n), s€l, V=(1,...,1), (6.17)
where z; # 0 and zj" # 27" for all i # j, and where we take
- AL -
(Xs)ij = 0igpj + 0i(M + ...+ As) — 6(17&])|)‘|ﬁa sel, V=-=]{1,..,)", (6.18)

J

for free parameters (p;) € C™. This choice is unique up to the action by Z,,1S,. The variables (z,p)
correspond to (g, gp) in the choice associated with @, in §6.1, so that we get the following result from
Lemma 6.2.

Lemma 6.5. The reduced Poisson bracket is such that {x;,z;} = 0= {p;,p;} and {z;,p;} = Lx:5;;.
In particular, on a dense subspace of C/, we have Darboux coordinates (g;, p;) for x; = em i,

6.2.2. Space associated with Q% . Denote the reduced space Rep(R%/(u? — A), )/ GLy by C%. The
space CoP C CoP can be described as the set of matrices

Zs € Mat,»n(C), Zs € GL,(C), W € Matyxn(C), W € Mat,»;(C), (6.19)
satisfying } } }
Z N7 1 Zg g — Zs+ 0oWW = N\ 1d,, , (6.20)
under identification of the elements in each orbit for the action
9 (Z6, Zs, W,W) = (952595 ", 95 Zs931. 90W, . Wagg ), g =(gs) € GLn(C)™. (6.21)

To apply the principle (P) to the matrices (Z,, W) representing the continuous arrows of Q%, we need
the Z; to be related diagonal matrices. In view of (6.20) with s # 0, Z;_1 and Zs + As1d,, share the
same spectrum. So we consider the subspace (C2P)" C Co% where there exists a representative with
Zy =diag(Gi, ..., Gn) — M+ ...+ X)Id,, s, W=(1,...,1)7, (6.22)
and we assume that
GH0, G # G, G #GEIN,  foralli#]. (6.23)

Lemma 6.6. The subspace (CO) can be parametrised by (§;) € C™ satisfying (6.23) and (w;) € (C*)"
where the matrices (Zs, W) are given by (6. 22) together with

% i ax — 4 — || qr — |
Zs=1Id,, s#m—1, (Zm-1)i; = —|\= : A
( J | sz(b |>\|H kf(b | |H kf%

Moreover, this choice is unique up to S, action by simultaneous permutation of entries.
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Proof. Let us start with a representative such that (6.22) holds. By assumption on (g;) and using (6.20)
with s # 0, Z is d1agona1 and we can fix the gauge (up to a residual permutation action) so that
Zy =1d,. If we set w; = (Zm_1W);, we get from (6.20) with s = 0 that
~ w; ~

(Zmr)ig = — =
T - =
Using again the same equation in the form Z,;l_lZm_lzm_l =Zo+Mold, —WW, we get that Z,,_1 has
the same spectrum as the right-hand side. Since the eigenvalues of Z,,_; are distinct, we must have the
equality of characteristic polynomials in 7

(6.24)

I =M = = Aoy = ) = det(Zp 1 — n1dy) = det(Zo + (Ao — 1) Id, —WW). (6.25)
k=1
The right-hand side of (6.25) is a rank one deformation of a generically invertible matrix, so

det(Zo + (Ao — ) Idp, —WW) =det(Zo + (Ao — 1) Idp) [1 — W (Zo + (Mo — 1) Idp) " W]
H (@ +2o—m) =Y Wi @+ —n-
k=1 =1 k£l

Using this expression and evaluating (6. 25) n = G + Ao, we get the claimed entries for W, hence for
Zm—1. It is then easy to check that w; = ( m,1W)Z. By invertibility of Z,,_1 we get w; #£ 0 for alli. O

Lemma 6.7. The reduced Poisson bracket is such that {g;,¢;} = 0 = {w;,w;} and {G;,w;} = 6;;w;.

Proof. The double bracket on Rff; is obtained by extending the one on CQ? as explained at the beginning
of this subsection. We can obtain in that way

{z. 23 =0, {202} =ds0e0® 20, {20,20} =€0®20—20@e.
Denote by {—,—}* the Ho-Poisson structure on A* := R%/(u — A) and @ € Ho(A*) the image of an

element a € A*. We can compute from the above double brackets that for 7 := %...%,_; and any
k,leN,
o o _ L k=1 1-1
(5.4 =0, {530 =kt (G, 2 = l Z} By
r=1 r=1

Hence by Theorem 5.8, if we let chc = ZO ... Zm,l we get on (fgp
{tr ZE e Zby =0, {tv ZF tr Zoye Z0) = ktr ZZEHL

o k=1 1-1 R (6.26)
{41 Zoye Z8 11 Zoyo 28} = Z 0 Zeye ZETTT1 2000 Z5) .
r=1 r=1
It remains to use these identities and the local coordinates to get the reduced Poisson structure. (I

As a corollary, on a dense subspace of C}’l?’ we have Darboux coordinates (g, ;) for w; = ePi.

6.2.3. Duality. So far, we have obtained Darboux coordinates on dense subsets of Cn,C,‘;p. Denoting
Xeye = Xo.. . Xm—1 and Zeye = Zo .. Zm 1, we can use the Poisson diffeomorphism U C — C2 to
obtain that

trZ oW = (1) tr X§, tr XE oW = tr(Zuye)"

cyc

Hence, we can conclude that (tr XF)?_, and (tr(Z.,.)*)7_, form integrable systems on C, and CZP
respectively, which are in action-angle duality. In the coordinates (g;,p;) we can write the functions
(tr )N(é“)’,gzl as hyperbolic CM Hamiltonians of type A,_; of order km in the momenta (p;). In the
coordinates (g;,p;), the functions tr(chc)k are all defining Hamiltonians of the rational RS system of
type A,—1. The dependence on m of this second family is only visible in the coupling A

The construction of this subsection using two quivers and their representation spaces is similar to the
choice of two slices inside one phase space outlined by Gorsky and Rubtsov [32, §4.5].

Remark 6.8. The duality of the hyperbolic CM system and rational RS system in the real case goes back
to Ruijsenaars [52]. Since we work over C, we do not distinguish the hyperbolic and trigonometric CM
systems which are equivalent up to making the change of coordinates ¢; — +/—1¢;. Another consequence
of the fact that we work in the complex setting is that the second integrable system is written in the
coordinates (g;,p;) as rational RS Hamiltonians in MacDonald form. In that case, the Lax matrix and
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the Hamiltonians do not involve square roots contrary to the original real case [53]. We also use the
MacDonald form for the hyperbolic RS system and its variants presented in the next subsections.

6.3. Modified hyperbolic RS systems and their duals. We consider the quivers Q,, and Q% as
in §6.1. We construct the path algebras over C of their doubles, depicted in Figure 1, then we define
the algebras A, := Aq,,, A7 := Ager by universal localisation as in §4.3. To avoid confusion with the
results in §6.1, we will denote the elements of the double with a hat instead of a star, e.g. z} will be
denoted Z;. We fix the following ordering <, on the elements a of the doubles such that ¢(a) = s,

Ty <g Zi'sfl, s € I\ {0}, and o <o Ton—1 <o ’LA),

6.27
Us <s Ys—1, s € I\ {0}, and Go <o Ym-1 <o W. ( )

(For m = 1, we only have z¢ <¢ &9 <o 9 or Jp <o yo <o w.) By §4.3, this defines a quasi-Hamiltonian
algebra structure on A, and A%. Using Theorem 4.12 and Example 4.1, the choice of orderings gives
the following isomorphism of quasi-Hamiltonian algebras

1& cAn — Aﬁf, 1&(‘@8) = Us, w(‘%s) = _(es+1 +ysgs)_1ysa 1&(”) =w, 1/;({)) = _(60+ww)_1w' (6'28)

Denote the multiplicative moment maps by ® and ®°P. In view of Proposition 5.9, the map 7,/; induces a
Poisson isomorphism

U : Rep(Apm/(® — ©),a)// GLa — Rep(A% /(@ — &), a)// GLq (6.29)

for any o € N™*+1 and ¢ = Zsel Cs€s F CooCoo With Cg, Coo € C*. We will consider the cases where as = n
for each s € I with n > 1, as = 1, while ¢ = ([],¢s)™" and the (cs) are subject to the regularity

conditions
Hcs7é1, Hc?# H Cps (6.30)

sel sel r<p<r’

forall k € Z and 1 <r < ¢’ <m — 1. Under these conditions, the spaces appearing in (6.29) are smooth
and irreducible of dimension 2n [8, 11].

6.3.1. Space associated with Q,. Denote the reduced space Rep(Ay,/(® — &), )// GLqg by Cn. By con-
struction it can be described as the set of matrices

X, Xy € Matnxn(C), V €Matyyxn(C), V € Maty,x1(C), (6.31)
satisfying the m relations
(dy, + X X)(Idy, + X1 X 1) (Idy +650VV) ™ = ¢, 1d,, (6.32)

where all the factors appearing in (6.32) are invertible, and we identify the elements in the same orbit of
the action

g- (XS, st ‘/7 V) = (gSngs_jlvgs+leg;17 Vgo_l,gof/), g = (gs) S GLH(C)m . (633)

In view of the principle (P), we consider the subspace CA,’L C CAn where there exists a representative with

X, = diag(z1,...,an), s€l, V=(1,...,1), (6.34)
where the (z;) € C" satisfy the following conditions with ¢ := [, ; cs,
x; #0, xf" F o', at # ', foralli#j. (6.35)

Lemma 6.9. The subspace C., can be parametrised by (x;) € C™ satisfying (6.35) and (p;) € (C*)™ where
the matrices (X5, V) are given by (6.34), together with?*

. 1 o Pt — g at —t
Xo=—0jj— +cp...co(l =t Hp;— J L Lo Vi=—(1—-tH) ]
s Y, ! s )0 z = t—talm :ll;[ xr — ¢ ( )g xt —

Moreover, this choice is unique up to Zpy,1S, action by simultaneous permutation of entries for S,, and
rescaling x; — priz; for (k;) € Z%, with wm, a fived primitive m-th root of unity.

41n the local form of Xs, we consider that c; ...cs for s = 0 is the empty product equal to +1. Hereafter, we follow this
convention.
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Proof. In C., we can rewrite the moment map conditions (6.32) as

Xo(Xs 4+ X7HX 7 (Xooy + X771, +00VV) L = ¢, 1d,, (6.36)
Taking a representative such that (6.34) holds, we can use these identities to get
(Ko + X705 = c1vcoy e (Ko + Xg iy (Ko + X1y = t%
where we have set
= (VD ™ (Xo + X;1)D™);, for D = diag(x1,...,2n). (6.37)

From this, we obtain that if V has the form claimed in the statement, then it will follow that it is true
also for the matrices X,. In particular, it can then be checked that (6.37) is satisfied for these particular
matrices. .

To determine the entries of V' for a representative with (6.34), we note that the moment map condition
implies

T (Xo+ XgHD™(Xo+ Xy )t =D ™ 4+ DWW VDT, (6.38)

The matrices on both sides of this equality share the same spectrum hence, as in the proof of Lemma
6.6, equality of their characteristic polynomials in 7 yields

[T =) =[G - +ZVlsz [T —=mn. (6.39)
k=1 k=1

k£l

Evaluating this identity at n = «; ™, we get the desired V.
Finally, we note that p; # 0 because the matrices X + X! are invertible. The uniqueness of the
representative up to Z,, 1S, action is easily obtained. O

Lemma 6.10. The reduced Poisson bracket is such that {x;,x;} = 0= {p;, p;} and {z;, p;} = L;;2p;.

Proof. Due to the choice of ordering, we get from §4.3 that the double bracket on A,, satisfies

1 PR
5577“71 €r ® Lpr—1Tr , {:CO, :CO}} = 07

{SCS, xr} - s 41 TrLr41 ® €r41 — 9

. 1. 1 . 1 R 1 .
{zs, 20} =050 |e1 @ €0+ 5 %00 ®eg+ 561 ® x0lo| — 555,1 1 ® &o + §5s,m—1 T0 ® Typ—1 -
Introducing = := z¢ ... x,—1 and &g := ey + ToZo, we can then get

1 -
{z,z} 15(1'2@60*60@:62), {zo, 20} = (:c0®eo €0 ® 7)),

. (6.40)
{$,i‘0} :§($®jo+jo®$+i'0$®€0760@1‘5&0).

Denote by {—,—1}¢ the Hy-Poisson structure on A° := A,,/(® — ¢) and a € H(A°) the image of an
element a € A°. In a way similar to the proof of [11, Proposition 4.4], we can compute from (6.40) that
for any k,l € N,

k
(2F, 20} =0, {zF, doal}C = kioahl, {FoxF,doal}C = [Z - Z] ForkH=r=Foz".

r=1 r=1

Hence by Theorem 5.8, if we let Xy := Xo... X;n—1 and Xo:=1d, +X0X0, we get on 5n
{trxF tr X! v =0, {trXx*

cycer cyc

tr Xo X!

cyc

\ k+1
cyer } = ktI‘Xocht y

Cyc,trXoXéyc} = lz Z‘| tI‘ Xfytl TX X(’l/“y(/)

We can then derive the reduced Poisson structure by writing these identities in local coordinates, which
can be done e.g. by adapting [11, §3.1]. O

XX (6.41)

As an application of this lemma, we can get Darboux coordinates (g;, p;) on a dense subset of 5n by
considering x; = em% and pi = ePi.
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Remark 6.11. As part of the local computations needed to prove Lemma 6.10, we can get that

it + xlf (=1 — I)sz:c;” T —t
, _ , C.— . i A A 6.42
{Vz VJ} viV; :L'Zn 71,?1 (:C;n —till'}n)(xj — 11.:71) Vi plll;[i :C;n 756? ( )

The Poisson bracket of the elements (x;, v;) was first obtained in this form by Fock and Rosly [27], see also
[44, § 2.4]. Note that the Poisson bracket (6.42) is invariant under replacing ¢! by ¢. This explains the
difference between our parametrisation in Lemma 6.9 and the one in [11, Sections 3,4]. There are another
two ways to obtain Darboux coordinates, namely using the Ruijsenaars form as in [27, Appendix], or a
form related to the gKP hierarchy [33, Section 6]. We refer to [21, § 4.2.1] for a review of these different
possibilities in the case m = 1, which are easily adapted to any m > 1.

6.3.2. Space associated with Q2P. Denote the reduced space Rep(A% /(PP —¢), o) // GLy by C:‘;p. It can
be given as the set of matrices

Yy, Yy € Matyun(C), W € Matiyn(C), W € Maty,»1(C), (6.43)
satisfying the m relations
(Id,, +Y,Y3) " (Idy +Ye—1Yeo1)(Ad, +80WW) = s Id,, (6.44)

where all the factors appearing in (6.44) are invertible, and we identify the elements in the same orbit
for the action

g (Yo, Yo, W, W) = (gs41Ysg5 ', 95Ys 051, 90W, Wagt) s g = (gs) € GLA(C)™. (6.45)

In analogy with the space associated with @Q,,, we consider the subspace (CAZP ) C CAZP where there exists
a representative with

Y, = diag(ys,...,yn), s€ I, W=(1,...,1)7, (6.46)
where the (y;) € C" satisfy the conditions (6.35), and we set again ¢ := [, cs

Lemma 6.12. The subspace (C2) can be parametrised by (y;) € C™ satisfying (6.35) and (7;) € (C*)"
where the matrices (Y, W) are given by (6.46), together with

m—s—1

N o _ Yy Ui tym X Ye' —tyj"
Yszf(sij—'+C11...Csl(17t Zl]_th k j Wj:*(lft)]:[%
Yi Y =ty k;ég yj" ktj Ye —Yj

Moreover, this choice is unique up to Z, 1Sy, action.

Proof. The result can be derived in the same way as Lemma 6.9. To obtain the form of W, we remark
that the moment map (6.44) implies the following identity :

(Yo +Yo) 'D™™(Yo + Vo) =t 'D™™ 4+t IDVMWWDTY D = diag(y1, ..., Yn) - (6.47)
It then suffices to equal both characteristic polynomials to determine W. O
Lemma 6.13. The reduced Poisson bracket is such that {y;,y;} = 0= {7, 7;} and {yi, 7j} = - 0i;4iT;.

Proof. Due to the choice of ordering, the double bracket on A% is such that

1 I
_5577“71 YrYr—1 Q €r, {{yo, yOE’ =0,

1
Lvs, v} :§5s,r+1 €ri1 @ Yry1yr — 5

N 1. 1 ) 1 ) 1 )
s, 9o} =650 |eo®@er + 53/03/0 ®Ke1 + 560 @ YoYo| — 555,1 Yo @Y1 + §5s,m71 Ym—1 D Yo -

Introducing ¥ := Ym—1 . .- yo and gy := eg + Yoyo, We can then get
fv.v} = (eo®y ~y*@eo), {io. o} = (eo®yo o ®eo)

{{yyo}}— (Y@ g0+ Yo ®Y + eo @ yjo — Joy @ €o) -
If we let Yeye :=Yp—1...Y and Y, :=1d, —l—YOYo, we get on 5°p the following identities
{trYk vVl } =0, {trY, trYbYl } = ktrYpY/H

cyc’ cyc cyc cyc

{trYoYh e VoYl = [Z Z

which can be derived as in Lemma 6.10. Notice that (6 41) and (6.48) are the same equations if we
replace Xcyc, X, by Yeye, Yy, or vice-versa. If we also remark that the functions tr X*  tr XOX . written

cyc’

tI' Yk+l TY YT ) (648)

cyc

cyc?
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in coordinates in C!, and the functions tr Yh . trYoY), . written in coordinates in (C2P)’ are exactly the

same when we replace (z;, pj,t) by (y;,7j,t'), the statement follows from Lemma 6.10. O

As a corollary, we can get Darboux coordinates (g;, p;) on a dense subset of C:‘;p by considering y; = emdi
and 7; = ePi,

6.3.3. Duality. We have obtained Darboux coordinates on dense subsets of Cn,C , which we now use
to get 1ntegrable systems in action-angle duality. Introducmg Xeye = Xo.o . Xip—1, Yeye = Ypo1... Y0,
chc =Yy...Y,_1 and Leye = Ly—1... Lo for Ly = (Id, + X X, )~ X57 we can use the Poisson d1ffeo—
morphism W : Cn — COP to obtain that

trYE oW =trX*, trLF oU™'=(-1)" tryF

cyc cyc cyc

Hence, we can conclude that (tr L’L?yc)” ; and (tr chc) i+, form integrable systems on C, and COP respec-

tively, which are in action-angle duality. In the coordinates (g;, p;) we can write the functions (tr chc)

as deformations of the hyperbolic (or trigonometric, see Remark 6.8) RS Hamiltonians of type A,_1.
They are written explicitly as the family (tr Y7) for m = 1, and the family (H,, ;) for m > 2 in [11], and
their relation to other integrable systems is discussed.

In order to write the functions (tr L¥ .)7_, in the coordinates (g;,p;), we note that on c

cyc
Id, +X. X, =c1...c, (1 —t)TECTE | where
s A T Rt . 1 6.49
(TsL)z‘j = 0i;x ' H e (Tf)w = dijp;T +1a Cij = 2 — g™ ( )
ki xy xt —tay

As C is a Cauchy matrix, its inverse can be computed to be

C-l B B M 'rk _ t_ _ f.’L';n
G == -t 7 41me o Hzrizm. (6.50)
1#i o
Therefore, the entries of L, = (Id, +X5XS)_1XS are given by
1—t=t e m_ ggm
(Ls)ij:7c1...cspi mo_ = 130’” H
:cm . 1z » o (6.51)
_ i kg - xy
+(1_t)(1_t I)Z(mith m)( mitm)pilij —xm H -
o\ T T — 1% 14 ot atk Tat Ty
In the simplest case m = 1, the first element in the family (tr Lcyc) b—y can be written as
_ x; — tx; 19 Tk x; — tx; ZTo —t Ly
trLo=— Al — 4+t : 6.52
T Lo ;pz :ll;[zll'i +( ) ;(xiitflxk)lel_[zlizi H To — Tk ( )
i i, #i a#k
In terms of the Darboux coordinates (g;,p;) and t = €27, v € C*, this can be transformed into
Slnh A — ’y)
tr Ly = P ——
0= Z H Slnh qz ‘h)
i 1#1
(6.53)

sinh? (v) e~ sinh (252 — ) sinh (%252 4 )
+2 11 11 : -

7 sinh? (455 4 9) 17 sinh (45%) sinh (%5%)

a#k

The duality between the families (tr L, )}, and (trY )i_, seem to be new.

cyc) cyc

6.4. Self-duality of hyperbolic RS systems. We modify §6.3 as follows. Consider the algebra A,,
obtained by adding to A,, local inverses x’l = est*les, i.e. these elements satisfy (6.15). We let
Ts = €5 + Tsls and v = 0. Note that Ts, 0, Zs,V, the idempotents and the inverses z; -1 x;l, (e0o +
v9) "1, (eg 4+ vv)~" generate A,,. Moreover, A, is a quasi-Hamiltonian algebra if we extend the double
bracket from Ag,, described in §6.3 by localisation.

In the same way, we introduce the algebra Af}f obtained by adding to A% defined in § 6.3 local inverses
b = esyslest1. We use 25 = es + §sys, Zs = s, w = W and w together with the idempotents
and the inverses belonging to A%’ as generators of this algebra. It is also a quasi-Hamiltonian algebra by
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localisation. By construction, the map 1& (6.28) extends to an isomorphism of quasi-Hamiltonian algebras
which can be written as

1[} : Am — A?g, "Z)(xs) = Zs, "Z)(i's) - 2;17 1[}(’0) =, 1[}(’0) = *(60 =+ ww)ilw' (654)

The map ¢ induces a Poisson isomorphism ¥ on associated Poisson varieties as in §6.3. We consider the
same dimension vector a and regular parameter ¢ as in § 6.3 for the rest of this subsection.

To use the principle (P) in order to find dual integrable systems, we will see A,, and A% as algebras

attached to the quivers with relations Qn,, Q%’ depicted in Figure 2. (We use &, instead of Z; and do the
same for 0, Zs, W to avoid confusion with the cases considered in §6.2.)

6.4.1. Space associated with Q,,. Denote the reduced space Rep(A,,/(® — ¢),a)// GLy by Cn. It is
the subset of 5n described in §6.3 where each X, is invertible, and where we use the elements X, =
Id, +X,Xs, V = V. To follow the principle (P) with the matrices (Xs,V), we consider again the
subspace 57/1 cC, C 5n where there exists a representative with X,V satisfying (6.34). The diagonal
entries (z;) of the X satisfy (6.35), and we have

m—s,.s m_t—lxm

. _ T, x ‘Tl —t_ ~ _1 x "
Xo=cr...cs(1—t7)p; m—tlme P xgn , Vi=-(1-t )HW (6.55)
1#i g
for t := [[,cs. The (p;) € (C*)™ are free, and this choice is unique up to the action by Z;,0S,. The
Poisson bracket between the variables (z, p) is given in Lemma 6.10. In particular, on a dense subspace
of C,, we have Darboux coordinates (gi,pi) for x; = em® and pi = ePi.

6.4.2. Space associated with Q% . Denote the reduced space Rep(A%/(® — &),a)// GL, by CP. It can
be given as the set of matrices

Zy,Zs € GL,(C), W € Matix,(C), W € Mat, 1(C), (6.56)
satisfying the m relations 5 5 §

Z7Y 27N 2 1 Z 1 (1d, +650WW) = ¢, 1d,, (6.57)
where all the factors appearing in (6.57) are invertible, and we identify the elements in the same orbit of
the action

9+ (Zs, Ze, WoW) = (952595 "5 95259531, 90W, Wag ), g = (g5) € GLn(C)™ (6.58)

To apply the principle (P) to the matrices (Z,, W) representing the continuous arrows of Q%’, we need

the Z, to be related diagonal matrices. In view of (6.57) with s # 0, Zs_1 and csZ4 share the same
spectrum. So we consider the subspace (C2P)" C C% where there exists a representative with

Zy=cyt. et diag(zr, ...y 2m), s€I, W=(1,...,1)T, (6.59)

and we assume that for ¢t .= []._; cs,

sel

2i #£0, z; # 25, 7 #tz;, forallij. (6.60)

Lemma 6.14. The subspace (CP)" can be parametrised by (z;) € C" satisfying (6.60) and (o;) € (C*)"
where the matrices (Zs, W) are given by (6.59), together with

. . 2 2k —tz; < 2z — tz;
Zs=1d,, s#m—1, (Zm—l)ij:(l_t)aiz_:tz_ H P 7Z_J’ Wj:_(l_t)HfZ.J'
ET g TR T ki K

Moreover, this choice is unique up to S, action by simultaneous permutation of entries.

Proof. Let us start with a representative such that (6.59) holds. By assumption on (zz) and using (6.57)
with s # 0, Z, is diagonal, and we can fix the gauge (up to a finite action) so that Z, = 1d,,. Using the
case s =0 in (6.57), we get that
; oW;
o iy = =20
( Vi 11—tz 1zj

where we have set g; = (Zm_lW)i. The equation that we have just used can also be written as
tZ Y D2, 1 =D '+ W (WD), D =diag(z1,...,2n). (6.62)

Using that the two sides of (6.62) share the same spectrum, we get as in the proof of Lemma 6.6 the
following equality of characteristic polynomials in 7

n n

[t =n=]G" -+ Z Wiz T[] (6.63)

k=1 k=1 k£l

(6.61)
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Evaluating this identity at n = zj_l, we get the desired Wj.
Finally, we can check that o; = (va,1W)i holds, and we note that o; # 0 because the matrix Z,,_;
is invertible. The residual S,, action is clear. [l

Lemma 6.15. The reduced Poisson bracket is such that {z;,z;} = 0= {0;,0;} and {z;,0;} = d;52:0;.

Proof. We first work in AS? as in Lemma 6.13. Due to the choice of ordering, we have

R 1 . 1 P
{ysa yr} :555,r+1 YrYre1 Q €rgp1 — 55577“71 er Q Yr—1Yr, {yOa yOE’ =0,

N 1. 1 . 1 . 1 R
fvo0,9s} =650 [e0 ®e1+ zhoyo ®er + ze0 @ Yoo | — 50s,m—1Um—1 @ Yo + 95,1 Y0 @ Y1 -
2 2 2 2

By localisation, these relations hold in A%, where we can determine the double brackets between the

m

generators zg = eg + Yoyo and Z; = ¥s. Introducing 2 := Z; ... Z,,,—1, we can then get
- 1, y 1
{z,2} :5(22 ®ep—eo® 2%, fz20,20} = 5(60 ® 25 — 25 Rep),
1
{2,20} = — 5(60@220+Zoé®60+2®2072’0@2).

If we let chc = ZO ... Zm,l, we get from these double brackets the following identities on CAZP

{tr ZE v Zby = 0, {tr ZE tr Zoye 20} = ktr(Zeye ZETH
k l
r=1 r=1

which can be derived as in Lemma 6.10. Notice that (6.41) and (6.64) are the same equations if we replace
Xeye, Xo by Zo, Zeye (in that order), or vice-versa. If we also remark that the functions tr X% ., tr Xo X!

cycr cyc

(6.64)

{41 ZeyeZE A1 Zoye 28} = t0(Zeye ZETT Z 0y 25

written in coordinates in C/,, and the functions tr Z&, tr ZeyeZb written in coordinates in (CSP) are exactly
the same upon replacing (z}", p;,t) by (25,05, t=1), then the statement follows from Lemma 6.10. O

As a corollary, we can get Darboux coordinates (g;, ;) on a dense subset of éflp by considering z; = e%
and o; = eP.

6.4.3. Duality. So far, we have obtained Darboux coordinates on dense subsets of Cn,éflp. Denoting
Xeye = Xo... X1 and Zeye = Zy ... Zy—1, we can use the Poisson diffeomorphism ¥ : C,, — C? to
obtain that

trZO_k o = trX(]f, tr Xk o9~ = tr(chc)k.

cyc

Hence, we conclude that we have action-angle duality between the integrable systems (tr X(’)C)Zzl and
(tr(Zeye)®)p_, defined on C,, and CZ respectively. In the coordinates (g;,p;) we can write the functions
(tr Xé“)}j:l as hyperbolic (or trigonometric, see Remark 6.8) RS Hamiltonians of type A, _1, which are
exponential of order km in the momenta (p;). In the coordinates (g, ;), the functions tr(Z.,.)* are also
Hamiltonians of the hyperbolic RS system of type A,,_1, but they are simply exponential of order k in

the momenta. The dependence on m of this second family is hidden in the coupling ¢t = [],; cs.

Remark 6.16. Fix m = 1. In that case, the duality map hence obtained is close to the one considered in
[11, Proposition 3.8], though the duality map used in that paper relates the spaces with inverse parameters
t and t~1. Note also that, upon identifying the generators (x,y) from Example 5.17 with (o, xaljo), the
quasi-Hamiltonian isomorphisms (5.31) induce Poisson automorphisms on C, which act as the identity
on V and V while Xg, X, transform as

(Xo,XQ) — (Xo,XoXO_IXo), (Xo,Xo) — (Xo_lXo,XQ), (Xo,Xo) d (aXo,aﬁXo), (665)

with o, 8 € C*. As noted in Example 5.20, we get in particular that SLy(Z) acts on C, by Poisson
automorphism. This SLy(Z) action was related to the self-duality of the hyperbolic RS system in [32,
§2.2]. The analogue of this result in the real setting can be found in [22, 23]. The original discovery of
self-duality of the hyperbolic RS system in the real case is due to Ruijsenaars [52].

6.5. Additional remarks and further directions.
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6.5.1. The flows of the Hamiltonian vector fields associated with the two integrable systems presented
in §6.1 can be computed explicitly by adapting [13]. In particular, they are complete in C, and CZP.
Similarly, the flows associated with the different integrable systems found in the other subsections can
also be computed explicitly (see [11] to get the flows of (tr Y% ) from § 6.3 and the systems in §6.4), and
they are complete in the phase spaces that support them.

6.5.2. The different integrable systems defined in the previous subsections admit spin extensions [28, 39],
which can be described as adding internal degrees of freedom to the different particles. The phase space
of such spin extensions can be obtained by adding multiple framing arrows from the vertex co to the
different vertices in the cyclic quiver, see e.g. [12, 13, 19, 55]. Motivated by the work of Reshetikhin on
the duality of spin systems in the CM-RS family [50, 51], it would be interesting to understand if the
duality map can be realised at the level of quivers for systems with spins.

APPENDIX A. THE FUSION DOUBLE BRACKET

Let A be an algebra over B = @®,¢rke,. Fixi,j € I, # j, and consider the fusion algebra A/ = Agj_wi
obtained by fusing e; onto e; as in §2.2.1. The fusion algebra AT always admits a particular double

bracket, denoted {—, —}}fus, which we define now. For e = 1 — ¢, recall from Lemma 2.2 that the
generators of A7 are of the form ete for ¢t € eAe, eijue for u € e;jAe, evej; for v € eAej, and e;jwey; for

ejAe;. The double bracket {—, —},, is given on generators as follows :
{{ete, efe}}fus =0, (A.1a)
{ete, eijuel;,, = % (e; @ tejju — et @ eju) , (A.1b)
{ete, eveji}}fus = % (vejit @ e; — vej; @ te;) (A.1c)
{ete, eijweji}fus = % (ejjwe it @ e; + e; Q tejwe ; — ejwes; @ te; — et Q@ ejjwey;) (A.1d)
when the first component ete is a generator of the first type (2.13a);
{eijue, etel;,, = %(eiju ® et —tejju®e;), (A.2a)
feijue, eijuek = %(ei ® ejjue;ju — eijlie;ju® €;) (A.2b)
{eijue, eveji}}fus = §(eiju ® e;vej; — vej; @ e;ue;) , (A.2¢)
{eijue, eijweji}fus = 5(61' ® eijue;wej; — e;Wwej; ® e;;ue;), (A.2d)

when the first component e;;ue is a generator of the second type (2.13b);

{leveji, ete} ;. = %(tei ® vej; — €; @ vejit), (A.3a)
{eveji, eijue}}fus = %(eijuei R vej; — evej; Q ejiu), (A.3b)
{eveji, ef)eji}}fus = %(f}eﬁveﬁ ®e; —e; Qvej;les;), (A.3¢)
{evejs, eijweji}}fus = 5( jWejive;; ® e; — eve; Q e jwej; ), (A.3d)

when the first component eve;; is a generator of the third type (2.13c);

1
{eijwejs, €t€}}fus = §(t€i ® ejjwej; + ejjwej; @ et — tejjwej; @ e; — e; @ ejwejit) (A.4a)
1
feijweji, eijuel ;= 5 (eijue; @ eijweji — ejjuesjwe;i @ ei) (A.4b)
1
{eijweji, €U€ji}}fus = §(e¢jweﬁ ® ejvej; — e; ® ejjwejves;), (A.4c)
feijweji, esjivesit s, =0, (A.4d)

when the first component e;jwej; is a generator of the fourth type (2.13d). The case corresponding to
i = 1,j = 2 gives the double bracket considered in Proposition 4.5 on Af The double bracket

eg—req "
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{—, —} ., was first introduced by Van den Bergh in [58, Theorem 5.3.1], and the explicit form given
above was computed in [20, Lemma 2.19].

APPENDIX B. IDENTITIES FOR THE PROOF OF LEMMA 4.7
In this section, we collect the values of all the elements in As ® Ay given by
fe.dyis', fedii . (), v@bing, v, vd}?,

for all the needed specialisations of the generators ¢, d € A;. It is then easy to check that (4.14) is satisfied
in all such cases, i.e.

W e dling’ + 0% e dh) = {00 v@ing + v, v
As a result, the proof of Lemma 4.7 is completed.

Remark B.1. In each case, we write {c,d}> 7" as an element of eAf @ ¢’ Af’ for some e, ¢’ € {¢,e1,e12}
2—1

and f, f' € {é,e1,€e21}. In particular, this completely characterises how ®? acts on {c,d}; -

B.1. We consider the first specialisation of a generator of first type, that is ¢ = a for a € éAé.
Case 1.1 : d=10, b € eAé.

fe.dhiy =efab) eefat)e {o d}}fﬁ;— :

1—2 1—2 (B'l)
{w(e). (@) }g = {a b}, L), v}, =
Case 1.2 : d=0b, b € ej Aé.
fe.dyis’ =eifab} e@efa b}’ e, {ed}i. =0, (B.2)
() v(d) s = Poear fla, b}, f(e) w(d)} . = '
Case 1.3 : d =0, b € éAe;.
{e,d}> it =éfa, b} é®éfa, b} er, {e d}}?;;l =0, B3)
{0, 0@}’ = a0} ern®y, {o(e), w(d)} . =
Case 1.4 : d=0b, b € efAe;.
fe.dbis =eif{ab} é@efa b} e, {c.d}f,. =0, B.4)
£(c), (d) Bing” = Paean fa, b} er2®3 ", {a(c), v(d }}}:SQ =
Case 1.5 : d = eq2b, b € exAé.
fe.dyis = e fab} e@éefa b}’ e, {o d}}fcfsl =0, (B.5)
foe), (@Y = a0}, {u(0), v} =
Case 1.6 : d = eq2b, b € exAe;.
fe.d}i! = einfa, b} é@éfa b} er, {e,dhi) =0, (B.6)
fo(@), (@Y = fa. b} en®y !, fuo(0), v(d) Y7 =
Case 1.7 : d = besy, b € éAes.
{e, d}}fnzl =¢éfa, b} é®éfa, b} ean, {e, d}}?;;l =0, B.7)
foe), (@i = a0}, {u(0), v}, =
Case 1.8 : d = besy, b € e1Aes.
fe,dbis =ei{ab} e®efa b} e, {c.d}f,. = B3)
(), (@A) Yins” = Paeai fa, b}, {1o(0), v(d >}}}3§ |
Case 1.9 : d = e1gbear, b € es Aes.
{{Ca d}}ind = €12 {{a b}} é®e{{a b} €21, {{C d}fus =0, (B.Q)

{o(0), ()} = fa. 0}, {¥(0), v(d)} a7 = 0.
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B.2. We consider the second specialisation of a generator of first type, that is ¢ = a for a € e Aé.

Case 2.1 : d=0b, b € e Aé. This was done in the proof of Lemma 4.7.
Case 2.2 : d=0b, b € éAe;.

{e, d}}?ﬁll =é¢fa,b} é®er fa, b} er, {ec, d}}?:sl =0,

{{’L/J(C), ’L/J(d)}};;f =Pye97 * {{a, b} 612(1)2_1 - 5(5612@2621& & @2_1 - b€12¢2_1621a ® Pa),

{v (o), 1/’(@}};;;2 :%(beutl)gegla ® Byt — bera®; teaia @ Bs).
Case 2.3 : d =0, b € efAe;.
e, dbig =e1fa b} é@er{a, b} e, {e.d}f,. =0,
fo(0), (d) }a” =Daear * Paer fa, b} e1n Py

— %(@26211)612‘1)262161 @ Pyt — Dlegia ® exrben®yt)

%(621& ® @geglbeu@;l — q)geglbeuq);legla ® Do),

{o(c), 7,/}(d)}}};2 = %(@2621[)612@2621& @Dy — P2ena @ 621b€12q)2_1)
+ %(621& ® @geglbeu@;l - @2621[)612@;1621@ ® D).

Case 2.4 : d =e2b, b € exAé.
1
{e, d}}fn_d>1 =e1n {a,b} é® e {{a, by e, {e, d}}?;l =—30 ® e12b,
{{’L/J(C alﬂ(d)}};l_f =Poe9q * {{a b}} (6210, R Pob + Poeg1a ® b)
{v(c),v(d )}}};2 == ez1a®<1>2b
Case 2.5 : d =ey2b, b € exAey.
1
{c, d}}?;il =ep fa, b} é®e; fa, b} e, {c, d}?;l =3 ® e,
_ 1 _
{(e), 7/’(d)}}37212 =0seo1 * {a,b} e12®; ! — 5‘1)2621& ® bepa®y !
1
— 5(5612@2621a ® Byt — be1a®; teara ® o + ea1a @ Pobera®y
1
{{w(c)a ¢(d)}}};2 =+ 5(5612@26210, &® ‘P;l — belgfbglegla R Py + €910 ® (I)Qbelgq);
Case 2.6 : d =beg1, b € éAey.’
1
{c, d}}i;;l =é{a, b} é® ey {{a, bY e, {e, d}}?;l = —begla ® e,
{v(c), Z/J(d)}};nd =Pgeo1 * {a, b} + = (b€21a ® Py + bPrez1a ® €2) ,
{w(e), Z/J(d)}};:f =- Ebema ® ®y.
Case 2.7 : d = besy, b € e1Aes.

1
{e, cl}}fn_d>1 =e1 fa, b} é@er fa,b} e, {e, d}}?;;l = 5()621@ ® eq,

1
{{w(c)’w(d)}};n—;z =®geo1 * Poenr fa, b} + 5‘1)26215@2621@ ® e

1
— 5(621& & @%eglb — <I>§egla ® eg1b — Poesrbesia ® (I)Q) s

1
{ ( ) ( )}}};2 = (621(1@(1)%621177 @%621&@621()7 @2621()621&@@2).

2

2—1

5This is the first case where one needs to be careful when computing ¥®2 {c, d}} ws

Y,
1).

(B.10)

(B.11)

(B.12)

(B.13)

(B.14)

(B.15)

in order to verify (4.14). It is given

in this case by 22/J(b621 a) ® ¢¥(e1), and we have by definition of 1) that 1(e1) = P2e21 612‘1351 = eq. For the first factor, we
need to remark that beaja is not a specialisation of generators of A; as defined earlier, but it is a product of two. Hence,

Y(bez1a) = P(be2r)Y(a) = bdPaezia.
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Case 2.8 : d = e1abeay, b € ex Aes.
/PN " 2—1
{{ d}}md =€e12 {{a, b}} e® e {{a, b}} €21, {{C d}}fus = (612[)621& ®Re1—a® 612()621)

{(c), w(d)}};:ﬁ =Doeoy * {a,b} + = (5@262161 ® eg — Paea1a @ b)

. (B.16)
- 5(621a ® Pab — beaia @ P2),
1
fv(c),v(d }}};2 =*3 =(e21a ® Pab — bezia @ O3).
B.3. We consider the third specialisation of a generator of first type, that is ¢ = a for a € éAe;.
Case 3.1 : d=0, b € éAe;.
{e, d}}izll =é¢{fa,b} ey @éfa,b} er, {c, d}}?p:sl =0,
{0 (0), ¥ ()Y = fa, b} €1205 " % e10®5 " — 5(1?612‘1’2_ ® aerz — berz ® ae12®;?) (B.17)
1 _ _
{w (o), 7/’(@}}};2 =+ §(b€12q’2 2 ® aeyy — beia @ ae1a®; ).
Case 3.2 : d=0, b € e;Ae;.
fe,dbis =eifa. b} er@eéfab} e, {e.d}f,. =0,
{(e), 1/1(d)}};;12 =0oeo {a, b} e12®; " x €205 !
1 _ _ _ _
- 5(‘1)2 ® ae1a®; tearben®yt — O3 @ aeja®oenbern®; )
1 _ _ B.18
- 5(‘1)262117612‘1)2 2 ® aery — Paeagrbers @ ae1a®;?), ( )
1 _ _
{v(c), l/f(d)}}}Zf = 5(‘1)2 ® ae1aPy eglbelg@ — o, I aej2Pae1be12P; 1)
1
5(‘13262117612‘1) ® aerz — Paearbers ® aen®;?).
Case 3.3 : d = ey2b, b € e Aé.
{e, d}}?:dl =e1p fa,b} e1 @éfa, b} e, {ec, d}}?;l = 61 ® aeqad,
41 _ _
{o(c), 7,/}(d)}}11722 ={a,b} xe1n®; + 5(62 ® ae12®; b+ @51 @ aeiad), (B.19)
1
{v(0), v(@}y. =— 52" @aenb.
Case 3.4 : d=ey2b, b € exAey.
{e, d}}md =e1p fa,b} e1 ®@é{a, b} er, {e, d}}?;l = 61 ® aeqad,
_ 1 _ _
{w(e), w(d)}};:f ={a,b} e1o®; ! ¥ e12®; ! + 5€2 @ ae1a®; thea®y !
. (B.20)
- 5(1)612‘1)2_2 ® ae1z — be1z ® ae12®;? — B3 ' @ aersbern®; ),
1 _ _ _ _
{v(o), w(d)}}}:f =+ 5(5612‘1)2 2@ aeyy — beja ® ae12®, 2 b, ' aejabeia®, .
Case 3.5 : d =besy, b € éAes.
1
fe.dyiy’ =efa,b) es@efab} ean, {ed}7 = —Sben @a,
1
fw(e), v(d) i ={a, b} x e12®5 ' — 5 (093" @ acr +b® aen®; ), (B.21)

{7/}(C)a7/}(d)}}};2 =4 - b(I) e aels .
Case 3.6 : d =beay, b € ey Aes.
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1
{c, d}}f;;l =e1 {a,b} ey @éfa, b} ear, {c, d}?;;l = 7517621 ® a,

4 1 _
{(e), 7/’(d)}};;;2 =0sea1 {a, b)) * e12®y ! — 5‘1326211) ® aepa®y!

) (B.22)

— 5((1)26211)(1)2_1 X aei + q)g X a€12q)2_1€21b — (1)2_1 X a€12q)2€21b) ,

1 _ _ _
{w (o), w(d)}}ﬁf =+ 5(‘13262117‘1)2 Y@ aerz + B2 ® ae1o®y ea1b — B @ aeraPoenrh) .
Case 3.7 : d = e1abear, b € ex Aes.
{ d}}lnd —=€12 {{a, b}/ €1 [ é {{a, b}” €21, {C d}}?:} = (61 [ a€12b621 — 612b€21 [ )
1, 1 _ _

{v(c). 7/’(d)}};312 ={a, b} xe1n®; " + 5(62 ® ae12®5'b — b ® ae1n®; ") ( )
B.23

1
— §(b(1)51 X aeig — q);l X a612b> )

fv(e), v}l =+ %(b@;l ® aerz — D51 ® aerab) .

B.4. We consider the fourth specialisation of a generator of first type, that is ¢ = a for a € e Ae;.
Case 4.1 : d=0b, b€ ejAe;.

{c, d}}?:dl =e1 {a,b} e1 @er {a, b} e, {ec d}}?;l =0,
{v(c), Z/J(d)}};;f =D0oeg1 * Poear {a, b} e1o®; ! x €205 !

1 _ _ _ _
— 5(@5621%12‘1)2 L ® egibe1n®y ! — egraen®y ! @ Bleaiben®; )
1 _ _
- 5(@26215612 ® Poegraein®y? — Poeorbern®y? @ Poesiaers)

1 _ _ _ _
- 5(@26215612‘1)2 Yesrae1a®y ' @ @y — Boegibera®oeniaein®s; ' @ ;1)

1, _ _ _ _ B.24
— 5(@2 1 ® @2621a612@2621b€12¢2 Lo Py ® (I)2€21a€12(1)2 1621l7612(1)2 1) ) ( )
1 _ _ _ _
{eb(e), ¥(d )}}}:;2 = 5(‘1)3621@612‘1)2 L@ eg1be1a®y ! — egraein®y ! @ Pley bern®; )
1 _
5(@26211)612 ® Poegrae;n®s? — Poegben®; 2 @ Poesjaers)
1
5(@26211)612@2 ea1ae1n®y ! ® By — Poearbern®aeaiacin®y ! @ O51)
1 _ _
5(@ ® Poearae1nPaearben®yt — Py ® Paesrae1n®; 'earbern®y ).
Case 4.2 : d = eq2b, b € exAé.
{e, cl}}fn_d>1 =ej3 {a, b}}/ e1 ® e {a, b}}” é, {e, d}}?;;l = (61 ® ae12b — a ® e12b),
_ 1 _ _
{v(e), w(d)}};n_du =Byeor + fa, b} xen®y ! + 5(62 @ Poegrae1n®s b — Poegraen®;t @ b)
(B.25)

1 _ _
— 5(621%12‘1)2 L@ ®ob — &1 @ Boenaernd),

1 _ _
{v(c),v(d )}}};2 = 2(6210612‘1)2 '@ ®3b — ;' ® Paesraerad).



MORPHISMS OF DOUBLE (QUASI-)POISSON ALGEBRAS AND ACTION-ANGLE DUALITY 41

Case 4.3 : d =eq2b, b € egAe;.

1
{e, d}}md =e12 {a, b}/ e1 ® e {a, b}}” er, {e d}?;;l 5(61 ® aei2b — a ® e12b),
{v(0), T/J(d)}}i:d =Boeor * fa,b} e1o®5 " x e12®5 !

1 _ _ _ _
+ 5(62 ® Poesrae1n®y 'be1n®; ! — Presraen®; ! @ bea®; )
1 —1 —1 1 -1
— 5(621@612@2 X @2[)612@2 — (I)Q X @2621&612[)612@2 )
1 _ _ _ _
— §(b€12¢2€21a612@2 ! ® ‘I)g - b€12(1)2 1621a€12q)2 ! & (I)Q) (B.26)
1 _ _
- 5(17612(1)2 2 ® ®gegraerz — beig @ Poegraein®;?),
1 _ _
{v(c),v(d )}};;2 = 2 —(e21ae12®5 ' ®@ Pobera®y ' — By ® Boegraeizbern®s )
1 _ _
5([)612@2621&612@ X q) — b€12(1)2 1621(1612@2 ! & (1)2)
1
E(beu‘l) ® Paesraers — berz ® Paesiaern®; ).

Case 4.4 : d =besy, b € éAes.

1
{e, cl}}»Qj:l1 =é{a,b} e1 @er fa,b} e, {ec, d}}?;l = —(begla ®e; — bea; ®aey),

{v(c),v(d }}md =Pse91 * fa, b} x €129 + = (5‘1)262161612‘19 ® ey — b @ Poegrae;n®; )

(B.27)
— 5(17@2_1 & (1)26210,612 — beglaelg(l); X (1)2) y
1 _ _
{eb(e), 7/’(d)}}};;2 =+ 5(1@2 '@ ®oesiaerr — besraern®y ! ® @3).
Case 4.5 : d =besy, b € e1Aes.
1
{e, d}}?njll =e1 {a, b}}/ e1 ® e {a, b}}” ea1, {e, d}?;;l = §(b€21a ® e1 — bea; ®aey),
{{ ( ( )}}an —(1)2621 * (1)2621 {{a b} * 612(19
(@2621[)@2621@612@;1 X eg — (1)26211) ® @2621a612¢51)
(e21ae12®@5 " @ PFea1b — PIearaen®; ' @ e21b)
(P2 ® @2621%12@2 enb— @5 L' ® ®aeqae1aPoenrb) (B.28)

(Poea1b®y 1 @ Poegiaers — Poearbesiaecin®sy ' @ @),

fo(e), p(d)} oy =

+

(ea1ae12®5 " @ Pleg b — Piesjaecia®y ' @ eab)

+
w|>—~w|>—~w|>—lw|>—lw|>—lw|>—lw|

(By ® Poesraein®y tearh — Byt @ BoegjaeinPoenrh)

(Paea1d®; ! @ Poegraeis — Poearbesiaein®y ! @ @)
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Case 4.6 : d = e1gbear, b € ex Aes.
{c. d}?:gll =e12 {a, b}/ e1 ® e {a, bHH €21,
{{ d}?jsl =3 (612b€21a ®e1 +e; ®aejgbesy —e1abes; ®a—a® 612b€21)

fu(e), v(d) )iy *‘1’2621 x {a,b} * e12®5 "
(bDaesrae1a®s;t @ eg + e @ Poegae;a®; 1h)

=N =

— —(b® Paearaein®y ' + Poenrae1n®y ' @ D)

— DN

- —(b<1>2‘1 ® Paeraers + ez1ae12®; ' @ ob)
(bearae12®y ' @ o + 5! @ Poesraersd),

{v(o), Q/J(d)}}}:f = (025" @ Paesraern + earaern®; ' @ Pob)

w|>—~w|>—~w|>—l

(b621a€12q) (24 q)g + (I) ® @2621(1612())

(B.29)

B.5.  We consider the first specialisation of a generator of second type, that is ¢ = ej2a for a € ex Aé.

Case 5.1 : d =eq2b, b € exAé.

fe,d}> =ernfa, b} é@ers a0} e, {e, d}}ij; =0,
fo). v} =fab} . ), v(d}." =0.

Case 5.2 : d =eq2b, b € exAe;.

{e, d}}fn_d>1 =ej2 {a, b}}/ é ® e12 {a, b}}” e, {e d}}2;1 = —16121)612@ R e,
! 2
{wo(e), w(d)}};z_dﬁ ={a, b} e12®; " — 1(1)61261 ® ®5 "+ be1a®; la ® eq),
2
[0, B} 2 =+ Sherza® @5
Case 5.8 : d =besy, b € éAes.
fe,dbis' =éfa, b} é@enn fa, b} e, fed}f,) =0,
fo), v} =fab} . (), vd)} . =0.

Case 5.4 : d=beay, b€ eyAes.

{c, d}?:dl =e1 {a,b} é@ern fa, b} ear, {e, d}}?:sl = 612(1 Q® beaq,
1
(), () }ina” =Poean fa, b} + 5(@20 @ enb+a® drend),

(OB 2 = — 30D enid.

Case 5.5 : d = ejgbear, b € egAes.

fe,dy>t = e fa, b} e@ern {a, b} ean, {o, d}}?;l =0,
fo(e), v}’ = a0} . o), v}, =0.

(B.30)

(B.31)

(B.32)

(B.33)

(B.34)

B.6. We consider the second specialisation of a generator of second type, that is ¢ = ej0a for a € egAe;.
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Case 6.1 : d =eq2b, b € exAe;.

{c d}}md =e2 {a, b}/ e1 ®ern {a, b}}” e1,

{ d}?;;l = (61 [ 6120,612[7 — 612[)6120, [ 61)

fu(e), v(d) iy :{{a,b} e12®; !k e1a®y !

+ %(62 @ ae12®; the1a®y ' — bera®; taen®5 1t ® es)
— %(b612a612q)2_1 @&y — 5! @ aerabern®;t) (B.35)
- 1([)612(1)_2 ® aeis — bejo ® a612<1)2_2) ,
{v(c), 1/’(@}}}:52 = 5(17612@612@ ® <I>_ <I)2_1 ® (1612[7612(1)2_1)
%(beuil) ® aerz — be1a ® aen®y 4.
Case 6.2 : d =beqy, b€ éAes.
fe,dbis =efa,b} erx @ ez {a, b} ear, fe.d}f,) = —%bem ® elaa,
fwle), p(d) 2 = {{a, b} * e10®y " — 1(b ® ae12®; " 4 b5 @ aeys), (B.36)
{Q/J(C)ﬂ/’(d)}}};f =+3 b‘I) "®aers.
Case 6.3 : d =besy, b € e1Aes.
{c, d}}?;;l =e1 {a, b}}/ e1 ®en {a, b}” ea1, {e, d}}?:sl = (612(1 ® bear — beay ® e12a),
{v(c), 1/’(@}};;12 =®se91 {a,b} = 612@2_1 + %(0612‘1)2_ ® Poea1b — Poea1b ® aeutl);l)
- l(q)g ® a€12q);1€21b — @51 ® ae12Paea1b)
i (B.37)
— —(@262117(1)71 ® aeln — <I)2a612<1)71 ® ea1d),
{v(c), ¢(d)}}}:s2 = 5(@2 ® ae1a®; tearh — B3 @ ae1a®aenh)
+ %(@26215‘1)51 ® aerz — Paae1a®y ! @ earb).
Case 6.4 : d = ejgbear, b € egAes.
{c, d}}f;;l =e10 fa,b} e1 @ e1n {a, b} e,
{c d}}jc:; = (61 ® e1pae12bea; — eiabea; ® e1za),
[0, 9D} = fa, 0} = 1285 + 502 ® ae1085 b — b © aerp@; ) (B.33)

1
— §(b<1>2_1 ® aerz — By @ aeiad),

{000 0D} o2 = + 5 (085" @aers — 25" © aciab).

B.7.  We consider the first specialisation of a generator of third type, that is ¢ = aes; for a € éAes.
Case 7.1 : d =beqy, b€ éAes.

2—1

{e, d}}Q_(;1 =é{a,b} ex1 @éfa,b} e, {ec d}rus =0,

1—2 1—2 (B'39)
{{w(c)’ ( }}znd = {{aab} ) {{w(c)’w(d }}fus =0.
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Case 7.2 : d = besy, b € e1Aes.
1
{c, d}md =e1 {a,b} ea1 @& {a, b} e, {e, dchZl =30 ® aeabest,
1
{v(c),v(d )}}md =®seo1 {a,b}} — (62 ® aPoea1b + P2 ® aeard),
fw(o), v @)}l =+ 2‘1)2 ® aearb.
Case 7.3 : d = e1gbear, b € egAes.

{e, cl}}fn_d>1 =epnfa,b} en ®éfa, b} ear, {c, d}}?;l =0,
{0(0), v} = fa,0},  fw(e), v(d)} sl =0.

(B.40)

(B.41)

B.8. We consider the second specialisation of a generator of third type, that is ¢ = aes; for a € eg Aes.

Case 8.1 : d =beay, b € ey Aes.
{c, d}}ijjl =ei {a, b}}l ea1 ® e {a, b}}” €1,
{e. d}}?;l Z%(bemaem ®e1 — e ® aearbeay),
{v(c), Q/J(d)}}lln_d>2 =Pgeq; * Poeoy {a,b}

1
5(@26211@2621@ ® ez —ex @ Paeajadoen;b)
1
— 5(@2 ® Poegiaesb — Doesibesia @ o)
1 2 2
- 5(621a ® Pie01b — Pre01a ® e21b) ,
1—2 1
{v(0). (D)}, = 5(@2 ® Poegraeab — Poegibesia @ Po)
1
+ 5(621@ X @%621[) — @%egla X 621b) .

Case 8.2 : d = e1abear, b € ex Aes.
{c. d}}fﬁf =e12 {a, b}}l e21 ® e1 {a, b}}” €21,
{e, d}}?v:sl = (6125621%21 ® e — aez1 Q ergbear),
{u(0), v(d)} 0 =Paear * {a, b} + 5 (b%@ma ® ez — Poeara ® b)
- %(621a ® Db — beaja @ Py),
fv(c), v(d )}}};;2 2(621a®@2b—b621a®¢2).

B.9. We consider a generator of fourth type, that is ¢ = ejaaea; for a € eg Aes.
Case 9.1 : d = ejgbear, b € egAes.

{ec, d}}fn_d>1 =epfa,b} e ®ern fa, b} ean, {e, d}}?;;l =0,
fv), v} =fa b}, (), vd} " =0.

APPENDIX C. IDENTITIES FOR THE PROOF OF LEMMA 4.8

(B.42)

(B.43)

(B.44)

In this appendix, we show that (4.25) holds. It suffices to verify this identity on a choice of generators of
A;. We will consider nine cases, which are given below with their images in As under ¢. For é = 1—ey—eg,

we have
P(t) =t, if t € éAé;

on generators of first type (2.13b) of 4y,
w(elgu) = e12U, ifue egAé; w(€12€23’u) = e13U, ifue €3Aé;
on generators of second type (2.13b) of Ay,

Y(vear) = vear, if v € éAes;  Y(vesaear) = vesy, if v € éAes;
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on generators of third type (2.13c) of Ay,
P(erpwesr) = ejpweay, if w € egdes;  P(e1awesaear) = ejpwesy, if w € egAes;
(erzea3wenr) = erzwesr, if w € egAes;  Y(erzeazweszear) = ejzwesy, if w € ezAes;

on generators of fourth type (2.13d) of A;.

Thanks to the cyclic antisymmetry, we have 45 cases where we have to check (4.25). If both ¢,d € 4;
are of the form ¢ for t € éAé, ejou for u € egAé, vesy for v € éAes, or ejpwes; for w € egAes, it is easy
to derive that

fo(e), v Y5 e = @@ v) {e.dhs fey . T, je, =0, @ @Y) fe,d} 2 =0, (C.1)

so that (4.25) is satisfied. So we are left with 35 cases to check. We will compute one case explicitly, and
in the remaining cases we will only collect the four double brackets involved in (4.25) for the reader’s
convenience.

C.1. We consider that ¢ is a generator of first type, that is ¢ = a for a € éAé.

Case 1.1 : d = ei1obesseqar, b € egAes.

By definition, the double bracket {c, d}} 1 fus is obtained from the fusion bracket in A/
it in Ay, so that we can write

%y—e, Dy inducing
fle.d} 7o = ez fa, beas} 1, eon

with the double bracket on the right-hand side given by the fusion bracket from Appendix A with j = 3,

t=2.1In Aed_m, a is a generator of first type (2.13a) while bess is a generator of third type (2.13¢), so

that the double bracket between them is given by (A.lc), and we get

1
{C d}l fus = 612[()632& X €g — b632 (24 (162]621 = 0

as aes = 0 = eza. Next, we have

e, a}i 7o, = fa, ern(besa)ean 1,0

with the double bracket on the right-hand side given by the fusion bracket from Appendix A with j = 2,
i=1. In Ay, a is a generator of first type (2.13a) while e12(begz)es1 is a generator of fourth type (2.13d)
so that we get from (A.1d)

{c, d}}??i == (612(17632)621(1 ®e1 +e1 ® aera(besz)ear — e1a(besa)enr ® aer — era @ era(besa)ent)

:5 (de®er+e1®cd—d®ce; —erc®d) .

We now get the right-hand side of (4.25) by applying v ® 1 to these two double brackets.
Meanwhile, we have in Ay that 1(c) = a and ¥ (d) = e1zbes;. We note that by inducing the double
bracket from A to As,

€ —req
{e(0, (D)} fus = fa,er2b}5 7 €01

where the double on the right-hand side given by the fusion bracket from Appendix A with j =2, = 1.

We have that a is a generator of first type (2.13a) while e12b is a generator of second type (2.13b), so

that using (A.1b)

f(0), ()} us = (61 ® ae12b — e1a ® e12b)esy = ;(61 ® P(c)y(d) — erp(c) ® ¢(d)) -

Finally, we have

£ (o), ¥(d) ¥ fus = fa, (e12D)es1 B3 fus »
where the double on the right-hand side given by the fusion bracket from Appendix A with j =3, = 1.
We have that a is a generator of first type (2.13a) while (e12b)es; is a generator of third type (2.13c), so
that using (A.lc)

1

3 @(@)¥(c) @ e1 —d(d) @ P(c)en) .

Gathering the four expressions obtained for the double brackets, we can see that (4.25) is satisfied.
Case 1.2 : d = eqgea3b, b € ez Aé.

{v(c),v(d }}g_ﬁs = (612b€31a ®e1 — eizbes; ® aeq) =

1
fe.d}ife =0, {ed}ijun =5 @cd—cced),

(C.2)
{00, w(@DB5 70 =0, {(0), H(DB5 s = 1(61 ®Y(c)Y(d) — e1(c) @ ¢(d)) .
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Case 1.8 : d = bezosear, b € éAes.

1
{e, d}}i’}ﬁs =0, {e d}}f}}is = §(dc®el —d® cey),

0, U@L, =0, () b(@YETL, = 5 (W) @ e1 — v(d) @ b(e)en). o
Case 1.4 : d = ejpeazbear, b € ez Aes.
fe.d}ija =0, {cdb; /i = %(dc Qe +e@cd—d®ce; —erc®d),
[0, B I3, = £ 06d)0(e) @ er — vld) © wlc)er). (C.4)
B IS, = 3 er ® B(e)i(d) — enle) @ v(d)).

Case 1.5 : d = e12ea3bessesr, b € ez Aes.

1
fe.d}ifn =0, {ed}iji.=dcoa+a@d-—doc —acod, (¥ wd} ., =0,

() DD, = 5 (D) ® o1+ e1 ® B()(d) — ¥(d) @ B(e)er — exi(e) @(d))
(C.5)
C.2. We consider that c is a generator of second type of the form ¢ = ejsa for a € ex Aé.
Case 2.1 : d = e1gea3b, b € ez Aé.
{c, d}}??ﬁé = —%c@ d, {c d}}??is = %(el ®cd—de®eq),
(C.6)
. 1 1
{2(0). (@D} fue = —50@Y(Q) @er, {u(0). (D)} 1,0 = (e @U(Y(d) — ¥() @ U(d)) .
Case 2.2 : d = bezasear, b € éAes.
{c, d}}?_>2 = ldc ®er, {c d}}f_>1 = l(c ®erd—d®cer),
,fus 2 ,fus 2 (07)
O, U@YETL, = $(0) @eri(d),  Fle), b@YiTL, = 5 W) @ e1 — vld) & Ble)er).
Case 2.3 : d = e1obessesnr, b € egAes.
fe,dii72 = sdewer, fedbigh, = (e @cd—de ce),
f 2 fus T o (C.8)
() DD, = ser @ (i), () vDPTL, = (WD) @ er — v(d) @ b(e)en)

Case 2.4 : d=ejzea3besr, b € esAes.
32 1 241 1
{{C’d}}ljus = _§C®d’ {{C’d}}lyus = §(€1®Cd_d®cel)a (C 0)

() S 7L = — 5@ @v(der, () DL = e © 9e)D(d) — v(e) @ (d)).

Case 2.5 : d = e12ea3bessesr, b € ez Aes.

1

1
fedfisn = slewea —cod), {edfij, =s@@d-doca), {$).d}; ], =0,

1
{0, (Y370 = 5 (DY) @ €1+ e1 © Y(e)(d) — ¥(d) ® Ylc)er —(c) D (d).
(C.10)
C.3. We consider that c is a generator of third type of the form ¢ = aes; for a € éAes.
Case 3.1 : d = eqpea3b, b € ez Aé.
1 1
{e, d}}i’_f>2 =-e1®cd, {c d}}f_f>1 =-(de1®c—e1c®d),
,Jus 2 ,Jus 2 (Cll)

(0, VDT, = 2(d)er © (), [ole) Bd)FS L, = 5(er @ ()D(d) — exth(e) © ¥(d)).
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Case 3.2 : d = bezasear, b € éAes.

1 1
fe.dhi e, = —5d@c, A{e YT fus = Fldc®er —er®cd), c12)
12

(0 U@DYETL, = —5e1 @ (i), {U(e) B}l = 5W(d(e) © e —(d) ® w(e).

Case 3.3 : d = ei1obessear, b € egAes.
1 1
fe.dhifn, = —5d®c, {ed}iju,=5dc@e —eaced),

(0, P27, = —5er0(e) @ w(d), [Y(e), D}k, = 5@ ® e —(d) ® ¥(c).

Case 34 cd= 612623b621, b S 631462.

{c, d}}??is = %el ®cd, {ec, d}}?;ﬁi& = %(dc ®e; —ec®d),
fe(e), p(d) Y570 = %wd)w(c) ®er, {U(c), b)Y u. = %(el @ p(e)(d) — ertb(c) @ 1(d)).

(C.13)

(C.14)

Case 3.5 : d = e12ea3begsesr, b € ez Aes.

1 1
{C, d}}i’}ﬁs = 9 (61 ®cd—d®c), {{C, d}}?}is = §(dC ®e1 —e1c®d), {{w(c)’ w(d)}}gszis =0,

[0, PAYE7L, = S (D) D1+ e1 © De(d) — (d) © ¥(e) — ervle) ® w(d).

(C.15)

C.4. We consider that ¢ is a generator of fourth type of the form ¢ = ejzaeq; for a € es Aes.
Case 4.1 : d = ejgea3b, b € e3Aé.

{c, d}}??ﬁé = %(el Red—c®d), {c d}}f?i& = %(del ®c—de®ey),
{0(0), (DY ey = = (©(d)er ®Y(e) — Y(d(c) ® er), (C.16)
(@), () BI7E, = = (e1 ® e)b(d) — v(e) ® ¥(d)).

Case 4.2 : d = bessear, b € éAes.

e

[\

{c, d}}i’}ﬁs = %(dc e —d®c), {ec d}}?;ﬁi& = %(c ®erd—e1 ®cd),
(1/)(0) ®e(d) —e1 ® Zb(c)?/)(d)) ) (C.17)

(D(d)p(c) @ er — p(d) @ Y(c)) -

—_

{v(0), v} fu, =
{0, (Y5 fus = 5

Case 4.8 : d = ejgbegses, b € egAes.

2
1

1
fe.d)iy = sdewer —doc), {ed)iy, =0,

(0, B, = 0, F(0) DD E, = S@dU(E) ® e — v(d) © ¥(c).

Case 44 cd= 612623b621, b S 631462.

(C.18)

1
fed}i i = 5@ @cd—cod), {fed)i], =0,
1

(0, 0D} fus =0, (0, (D} 1 = 5 (&1 @ (1) = () @ $(d)).

(C.19)

Case 4.5 : d = ejgeazbessesr, b € ez Aes.

1
fe.d}; 7o, = sldc@erter@cd—doc-cod), {e A} Fae =0, f0(0), (A} 70, =0,

(0, V@DISTL, = 2 (W(D(e) @1 + 2 ® w(e)p(d) —(d) D (e) — b(e) @ (d))

(C.20)
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C.5. We consider that c is a generator of second type of the form ¢ = ejzea3a for a € ez Aé.
Case 5.1 : d = ejgea3b, b € ez Aé.

1
fe.dhifn =0, fedhj. =@ od-doe),

) (C.21)
{0, (DY fus = 05 {0, V(DY fus = 5 (€1 @ Y(W(d) = Y(d)(e) @ 1)
Case 5.2 : d = besseqr, b € éAes.

1
fe.ddirn =0, fedhiju=5C0ad-doce),

(C.22)
(@ P37 =0, {00 B@RL = 3(0(0) © exdld) — ¥(d) @ wle)er).

Case 5.3 : d = 612b632621, b S 621463.

1 1
{c, d}}??ﬁs = §c® d, {c d}}f}}is = 5(61 ®cd—d® cer),
1

(C.23)
(e, v P70, = 301 @ elew(d), v, v}, =

(¥(c) @ 9(d) — (d) ® ¥(c)er).

|~

Case 54 cd= 612623b621, b S 631462.

1 1
{c, d}??ﬁé = f§dc®el, {c, d}}f?i& =—-(e1®cd—d® ceq),

2
() DD, = 50 @ b(er, LY WIS TL, = 5 (1 @ B(Nb(d) — p{d)(e) @ ea).
(C.24)
Case 5.5 : d = e12ea3bessesr, b € ez Aes.

1
{e, d}}??ﬁé =0, {c d]}??is = 5(61 ®cd —d® ceq),

) (C.25)
(0, 0@} Jus = 0, (0, (D }s Jus = 5 (€1 @ U((d) = ¥(d) @ Y(e)en)

C.6. We consider that c is a generator of third type of the form ¢ = aesseq; for a € éAes.
Case 6.1 : d = bezaear, b € éAes.

1
fe.d}i e, =0, {cd}; o, = Slde@er —er@cd),

. (C.26)
(0, 0(@D)}5 us = 0, {00, 0D Y5 fus = 5(£(DU(e) @ €1 = e2 @ Y()(d).

Case 6.2 : d = ei1zbessenr, b € egAes.
32 1 2 1
fe,d}y fue = —se@cd, {e dy; Fos = sldc@er—ecad),

(0, YDV, = —gerile) ©w(d), [9(e), b}k, = 5 (HdI(e) © e1 — o1 @ B(ehi(d).

(C.27)
Case 6.3 : d = 612623b621, b S 631462.

1 1
fe.dhi e, = sd@c, Ae Y fus = Fldc®er —erc®d),
1

(C.28)
(), PAYETL, = S @ er, [ole) wd L, = 5(6(d) © V() — erp(c) ® w(d).
Case 6.4 : d= 612623b632621, be 63A63.
{e, d}}i’_;is =0, {c d}}f_;is = %(dc ®e; —e1c®d), (©.29)
(0@ P, =0, [0, B@FL, = (DO ® o1 — erile) @ ¥(d).
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C.7. We consider the remaining cases. The elements ¢, d are generators of fourth type in each of them.

Case 7.1 : ¢ = ejsaessear, a € esAes, and d = e1obesaear, b € eg Aes.

1
fedfijie = sdcwer—er@ed), fed)i],, =

(C.30)
{2 (), (@Y Fue =0, £(0), (D)5 e = —(w<d>w<c> @ e — e1 @ P(c)p(d)).
Case 7.2 : ¢ = e1paezze21, a € exAez, and d = e1zea3bear, b € ez Aes.
fe.dyip = sdec—cod), fed)ijl,=
1 (C.31)
{2 (0). (@Yo fue = 0. {00 0 DYy fus = 5 ((d) @%(c) = ¥(e) @ ¥(d)).
Case 7.3 : ¢ = ejsaessear, a € egAes, and d = 612623b€32621, b € ezAes.
fe.d)i7s = lewe - cad), {c d}}??is -
(C.32)
{0 (DY n. =0, {80 v} u. = 5 (w<d>w<c> @ e —(c) @ $(d)).
Case 7.4 : ¢ = ejseszaest, a € e3Aes, and d = 612623b621, b € e3des.
fe.dy? 72 = 1(61 ®cd—de®er), {e, d}}f‘f’is =0,
(C.33)
{0, b ()5 us =0, £(0), ¥(D)Y5 0y = (el @ P()p(d) —p(d)(c) @ er).
Case 7.5 : ¢ = e1ses3aear, a € e3Aes, and d = 612623b€32621, b € ezAes.
fedyi 2 = J@ed-dod, e d}}??is -
(C.34)
{0(0), ¥( Y5 fue =0, £(c),v(d) 5 fue = (61 @ Y(e)ip(d) — ¥(d) ® ¥(c)).
Case 7.6 : ¢ = €12€230€32€21, A € €3A63, and d = 612623b€32621, b € e3Aes.
fe.d}i i =0, fedhijn =0, {0, ¢} . =0, {u(), ¢} . =0 (C.35)
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