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Abstract

We formulate general definitions of semi-classical gauge transformations for noncommuta-
tive gauge theories in general backgrounds of string theory, and give novel explicit construc-
tions using techniques based on symplectic embeddings of almost Poisson structures. In the
absence of fluxes the gauge symmetries close a Poisson gauge algebra and their action is
governed by a P∞-algebra which we construct explicitly from the symplectic embedding. In
curved backgrounds they close a field dependent gauge algebra governed by an L∞-algebra
which is not a P∞-algebra. Our technique produces new all orders constructions which are
significantly simpler compared to previous approaches, and we illustrate its applicability in
several examples of interest in noncommutative field theory and gravity. We further show
that our symplectic embeddings naturally define a P∞-structure on the exterior algebra
of differential forms on a generic almost Poisson manifold, which generalizes earlier con-
structions of differential graded Poisson algebras, and suggests a new approach to defining
noncommutative gauge theories beyond the gauge sector and the semi-classical limit based
on A∞-algebras.
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1 Introduction

The construction of noncommutative gauge theories on manifolds with non-trivial tensor fields

is an important problem for understanding the low-energy physics of D-branes in general back-

grounds of string theory. The problem is of course not new, and has been studied for around 20

years now. But despite its relatively long history of investigation, the construction is still not

completely understood in full generality. In this paper we propose a new approach to this old

problem, where the main mathematical tool employed is known as a ‘symplectic embedding’.

In this section we start by providing some background and motivation from string theory,

and then proceed to an informal description of our goals and main results, putting them into

context with earlier physics literature on the subject. More precise statements and proofs will

be given in subsequent sections, with a detailed technical analysis of the issues discussed here.

Symplectic embeddings. Consider a D-brane wrapping a submanifold M in a flat back-

ground. Then the string equations imply the vanishing of the three-from H-flux for the B-field:

H = dB = 0; when the closed two-form B is non-degenerate its inverse defines a Poisson bivec-

tor θ on M . Quantizing an open string with its ends on the D-brane shows that, in a suitable

low-energy scaling limit, its worldvolume algebra of functions undergoes a deformation in the

direction of θ. The problem of constructing a noncommutative gauge theory on M then starts

with a deformation quantization of the Poisson manifold (M,θ). Conversely, the semi-classical

limit of an associative noncommutative algebra of functions on a manifold M which is a flat

deformation defines a Poisson bracket

{xi, xj}θ = θij ,

on local coordinate functions xi; in other words, the Poisson bracket is the first order semi-

classical approximation to the star-product in deformation quantization. It is this semi-classical

limit that we shall mostly work with in this paper, where all constructions are entirely geomet-

ric and are regarded as the classical infinitesimal data whose quantization yields the required

ingredients of a noncommutative gauge theory.

In the case of a flat D-brane, the Poisson bivector θ is constant, and the worldvolume

deformation is provided by the usual Moyal-Weyl star-product [56], and the construction of

noncommutative gauge theories is standard and well-known [57]. For a curved D-brane in flat

space, θ is not constant, and the worldvolume deformation is provided by the Kontsevich star-

product [22]. The first problem one then encounters is how to define derivatives in the field

theory: the usual differential is no longer a derivation of the Poisson algebra, and this obstructs

the naive definition of gauge transformations to closing a Lie algebra. The problem can be

formulated and solved by embedding the Poisson bracket in a ‘noncommutative phase space’

{xi, xj} = θij ,

{pi, xj} = δji − 1
2 ∂iθ

jk pk + · · · ,

{pi, pj} = 0 . (1.1)

The auxiliary ‘momentum’ coordinates pi are regarded as ‘derivatives’ when acting on functions

f on M , since when θ is constant these brackets give {pi, f} = ∂if ; the ellipsis denotes higher
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order monomials in the momenta pk which accompany higher orders in the bivector θ and its

derivatives. In general, the extra derivative terms in these brackets ensure that they fulfill the

Jacobi identity order by order in pi when θ is non-constant. Now the action of the ‘twisted’

derivatives {pi, · } obeys the Leibniz rule, as a consequence of the Jacobi identity for the bracket.

Noncommutative gauge theories have been constructed in this manner in e.g. [6]; see e.g. [60]

for a review of this and other approaches, along with further references.

The Poisson brackets (1.1) also offer an alternative approach to quantization of the Poisson

manifold (M,θ). We can map the coordinates (x, p) to canonically conjugate variables (X,P )

by means of a generalized Bopp shift; the existence of such a diffeomorphism is guaranteed

by Darboux’s theorem. The canonical coordinates (X,P ) can be quantized geometrically in

the usual way via a Schrödinger polarization, and mapped back to provide a polydifferential

representation of the quantum version of the brackets (1.1) on the space of functions on M .

By formally expanding functions of the polydifferential operators in Taylor series, this also

constructs a star-product and provides a deformation quantization of the algebra of functions

on M .

This construction of a noncommutative phase space is called a symplectic embedding of the

Poisson structure θ; in Section 6 we will see some explicit all orders examples which are given

by closed analytic expressions. The brackets can be derived as the symplectic structure arising

from open string quantization on the D-brane in a low-energy scaling limit [21]. In particular, it

enables one to define semi-classical gauge transformations that consistently close a gauge algebra

defined by the Poisson brackets: we use ‘twisted covariant derivatives’ of gauge parameters

defined by the pi and suitably restrict them by imposing constraints on the phase space that

eliminate the auxiliary momentum coordinates. This is explained in detail in Section 3.

Mathematically, symplectic embeddings are a more general notion of ‘symplectic realizations’

in Poisson geometry [35,65]. We discuss the precise relation between the two notions in Section 2.

The global structure which integrates a Poisson manifold is called a symplectic groupoid [64],

whose source maps always define symplectic realizations. They were introduced as part of the

program of quantizing Poisson manifolds. Symplectic groupoids capture the semi-classical limit

of deformation quantization, as inferred by our physical arguments above, and as shown precisely

in [16] where the symplectic groupoid is constructed as the classical phase space of the open

string sigma-model.

Quantized differential forms. The problem of finding suitable derivative operators in a

noncommutative field theory on a Poisson manifold (M,θ) can also be formulated dually as

the problem of constructing a suitable noncommutative differential calculus on M . In the

semi-classical limit, this amounts to finding an extension of the Poisson bracket to the exterior

algebra of differential forms. The problem of constructing a differential graded Poisson algebra

in this way has been addressed from several points of view, see e.g. [5, 20, 29, 49], while from

the perspective of deformation quantization it is discussed in e.g. [2, 9]. These constructions all

depend on the choice of an auxiliary connection on M and typically require the Poisson bivector

θ to be invertible.

Noncommutative gauge theories are treated using this formalism in [31]. Their definition

of gauge transformations is similar in structure to ours in Section 3, but differs in important

details. A crucial distinction is that our formulation is based on symplectic embeddings, which
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always exist locally without any further data and applies to arbitrary Poisson structures, while

the formulation of [31] requires the extra data of a symplectic connection on M .

Nonassociative deformation quantization. The problem is more involved in the case of

a curved background, wherein the H-flux is non-zero: H = dB 6= 0. In this case the Jacobi

identity for the semi-classical bracket is violated, and the bivector θ defines an H-twisted Poisson

structure. The worldvolume deformations of D-branes in this setting are still given by the

Kontsevich expansion [22], which now leads to a nonassociative star-product. In this case, the

symplectic embedding is described by a noncommutative (but associative) phase space of the

form

{xi, xj} = θij −Π ijk pk + · · · ,

{pi, xj} = δji − 1
2 ∂iθ

jk pk + · · · ,

{pi, pj} = 0 ,

where

Π ijk = 1
3

(
θil∂lθ

jk + cyclic
)
= θil θjm θknHlmn

is the Jacobiator {{xi, xj}θ, xk}θ + cyclic, the trivector encoding the violation of the Jacobi

identity for the original twisted Poisson brackets {xi, xj}θ = θij; its inclusion is now necessary

to ensure that these extended brackets fulfill the Jacobi identity. These brackets agree precisely

with the symplectic structure found in [30,32] from quantizing an open string with its ends on

a D-brane in a constant H-flux background.

Regarding again the momenta as ‘derivatives’, now the associative phase space structure is

that of an algebra of pseudo-differential operators, whereby even the bracket of two functions on

M is generally a differential operator. This was explained by [43], who show that the symplectic

embedding in this case captures the semi-classical limit of the associative composition algebra of

differential operators on M corresponding to a twisted Poisson structure [51]. In D-brane physics

this poses a serious problem in the definition of gauge theories, as the gauge transformation of a

gauge field will generically produce not another gauge field but a pseudo-differential operator; a

resolution was proposed by [30] which involves promoting gauge parameters to functions of both

coordinates xi and momenta pi. In the present paper we propose a different way of resolving

this issue, which is similar in spirit, but involves a suitable constraint on the phase space as in

the case of a Poisson structure as well as field dependent gauge transformations. The precise

definitions and constructions are explained in Section 4.

This extended symplectic embedding formalism was initiated in [43] to describe the (associa-

tive) classical and quantum mechanics of an electric charge in smooth distributions of magnetic

monopoles, whose phase space is described by a twisted Poisson structure. The main idea behind

our construction of the “nonassociative” gauge algebra consists in starting with a given almost

Poisson structure, and aiming to get the violation of the Jacobi identity under control. For

this, we introduce auxiliary variables pi and construct its symplectic embedding. In the larger

space the Jacobi identity is now satisfied, but one is then faced with the problem of interpreting

the auxiliary (unphysical) degrees of freedom, which cannot be removed in the nonassociative

case [43]. The most non-trivial point of our construction is getting rid of the auxiliary variables
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by introducing constraints in a consistent way, that is, in such a way that, in the “nonassociative”

gauge algebra, the commutator of two gauge transformations is again a gauge transformation,

but with a field dependent gauge parameter.

The global objects corresponding to symplectic embeddings of twisted Poisson or more gen-

erally almost Poisson structures are not presently understood. From a string theory perspective,

they can be described as follows. A fundamental closed string in a constant H-flux background

can be lifted to M-theory as an open membrane ending on an M5-brane in a three-form C-field

background with constant flux. This gives rise to a noncommutative algebra of functions on

the loop space of the M5-brane worldvolume [8], whose deformation quantization has as semi-

classical limit a symplectic groupoid on the loop space obtained through transgression of the

three-formH [53,54]. In this sense symplectic embeddings play a similar role in the semi-classical

limit of deformation quantization of almost Poisson structures. We give a more precise account

in Section 2.5.

Strong homotopy algebras. Recent advances in nonassociative deformation quantization

have produced some explicit constructions of star-products which quantize twisted Poisson and

even almost Poisson structures. A star-product which quantizes the phase space of a closed

string in a constant R-flux background, or equivalently an electric charge moving in a uniform

magnetic monopole density, was constructed in [50]; the phase space defines a twisted Poisson

structure and the star-product is, in a sense, a nonassociative analog of the Moyal-Weyl star-

product. In [38] a star-product was proposed which quantizes the linear almost Poisson structure

of the imaginary octonion algebra, which is an example of an almost Poisson structure that is not

twisted Poisson; in [42] this was applied to the quantization of the phase space of a membrane in

a non-geometric R-flux background of M-theory, or equivalently an M-wave in a non-geometric

Kaluza-Klein monopole density, where it was shown that the contraction of the octonionic star-

product reproduces the monopole star-product. See [62] for a review of these developments and

further references.

These examples have nice physical features. In particular, nonassociativity vanishes on-

shell, as it should since string theory is based on a two-dimensional quantum field theory that

involves strictly associative structures. Precisely, the integrated associator vanishes for these

star-products, as the star-associator of three functions is a ‘total derivative’; this is also true

for the nonassociative star-products of [22], provided one chooses a suitable density to integrate

against (see e.g. [60]). However, this property fails in general for arbitrary almost Poisson

structures, and the question arises as to what structure should be used to control the violation

of associativity, or the Jacobi identity in the semi-classical limit, in a consistent way. A good

candidate is Stasheff’s A∞-algebras [59], and also L∞-algebras [48] where the violation of the

Jacobi identity is proportional to a higher coherent homotopy or a ‘total derivative’ of some

higher bracket. This suggests that strong homotopy algebras might provide the right setting

for the quantization of generic twisted Poisson and almost Poisson structures; their role in

deformation quantization of twisted Poisson structures was already indicated in [22, 50]. In

particular, the semi-classical limit of an A∞-algebra defines a P∞-algebra [63], and it is natural

to look for P∞-algebras as the structure controlling the violation of the Jacobi identity.

As we discuss in Section 5.4, this expectation is indeed correct from the following perspective.

We will show that our symplectic embeddings, which always exist locally, naturally endow the
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exterior algebra of differential forms on an arbitrary almost Poisson manifold (M,θ) with the

structure of a P∞-algebra which contains the almost Poisson bracket. The P∞-structure controls

not only the potential violation of the Jacobi identity for the almost Poisson bracket, but also

the violation of the Leibniz rule for the usual differential, in a way which is compatible with the

derivation properties of the original bracket with respect to the classical pointwise multiplication

of functions, extended to the exterior product of differential forms. We subsequently sketch an

alternative new approach to the quantization of differential forms which does not require the

choice of an auxiliary connection on M and quantizes this P∞-algebra to an A∞-algebra. The

details are beyond the scope of the present paper and are left for future investigation, but

they illustrate another novel application of our symplectic embedding formalism, as well as its

intimate relation with homotopy algebras.

The use of L∞-algebras as an alternative new construction of noncommutative gauge the-

ories on arbitrary almost Poisson manifolds (M,θ) was pioneered by [11] and called the ‘L∞-

bootstrap’. In Section 5 we provide the dictionary between our symplectic embedding formalism

and the formulation in terms of L∞-algebras for noncommutative gauge transformations, finding

agreement with the lower degree brackets that were constructed explicitly by [11,40]. However,

our approach is much better adapted to obtaining explicit closed all orders expressions for all

brackets of the gauge L∞-algebra. We illustrate this explicitly on several concrete non-trivial

examples of relevance to physics in Section 6, wherein we obtain the complete sets of L∞-

brackets to all orders. In particular, for the twisted Poisson structure on the phase space of

an electric charge in a constant magnetic monopole density, we obtain, for the first time, the

complete gauge L∞-structure in closed form, see Section 6.3; this should aid in understanding

the symmetries of a nonassociative theory of gravity underlying the low-energy sector of closed

non-geometric strings (see e.g. [62]). Technically, our approach based on symplectic embeddings

is much simpler than the L∞-bootstrap approach of [11], particularly for explicit calculations.

In this language we also find a significant distinction between Poisson and almost Poisson

gauge symmetries. For a Poisson manifold (M,θ) the gauge L∞-algebra is itself a P∞-algebra

which is obtained by a truncation of the P∞-structure underlying the semi-classical limit of

quantization of differential forms. This suggests a path towards the construction of noncommu-

tative gauge transformations beyond the semi-classical limit, in terms of A∞-algebras. However,

this is not the case for the homotopy algebras which govern the closure of “nonassociative” gauge

transformations: our construction of gauge transformations defines an L∞-algebra which is not

a P∞-algebra, unless the Jacobi identity is satisfied, that is, only “associative” gauge algebras

are controlled by P∞-algebras. The reasons for this are explained in detail in Section 5.4: the

essential feature is that for an almost Poisson structure the P∞-structure on differential forms

cannot be truncated to a subalgebra containing the gauge L∞-algebra.

An alternative approach to the construction of noncommutative gauge theories using ho-

motopy algebras has been put forth recently by [24], whereby the underlying L∞-structure is

also quantized. In contrast to our approach, the gauge theory L∞-algebra involves only finitely

many brackets as in the classical case, and compatibility with the Leibniz rule is manifest from

the outset. It would be interesting to understand better how this more algebraic approach is

related to the geometric approach of the present paper.
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Structure of the paper. In this paper we work solely with the kinematical sector of a com-

plete noncommutative gauge theory, and only with the first order semi-classical approximations

to proper noncommutative gauge transformations. This will elucidate, in a model independent

way, the classical geometric structures underlying the full gauge algebras which quantize them.

In the absence of any dynamics, we will require that our gauge transformations close to a Lie

algebra. One of the main technical achievements of this paper is the ability to do this in the

nonassociative case: the naive passage from Poisson to general almost Poisson gauge transfor-

mations do not immediately close, even when one modifies the requirement of closure to include

field dependent gauge transformations. We show explicitly how closure can be accomplished

using symplectic embeddings by the addition of terms to the gauge variations which compensate

the undesired contributions to the closure formulas; we demonstrate that these extra terms are

explicitly calculable. When the dynamical sector of a particular gauge theory is included, it

may be possible to avoid adding these additional terms in the gauge variations and work instead

with a weaker notion of closure, whereby the almost Poisson gauge algebra also involves the

field equations, that is, gauge transformations only close on-shell, see Remark 5.30. Barring

these model dependent extensions, it is remarkable that we are able to describe the closure of

“nonassociative” gauge transformations in terms of strictly associative Lie algebras, albeit field

dependent ones.

The majority of this paper can be read by taking M to be a coordinate manifold R
d (or

an open subset thereof), but in several places we have written tensor quantities in a more

covariant form that we hope makes some of our calculations amenable to global generalizations

in future work. Our main purpose here is to unravel the geometric and algebraic structures that

govern the first steps to constructing noncommutative gauge theories on D-branes in general

string backgrounds. This turns out to be a technically formidable task even with our restriction

to local coordinate charts. Therefore, throughout we shall carefully formulate our geometric

framework and then carry out all calculations via tensor calculus in local coordinates, leaving

the corresponding description of the covariant tensor calculus within our framework for future

study.

The outline of the remainder of this paper is as follows. In Section 2 we give a precise

description of our symplectic embeddings which we motivated from physical arguments above,

and compare it to the existing notions of symplectic realizations and symplectic groupoids

from the mathematical literature on Poisson geometry. In Section 3 we give a precise general

definition of what we mean by semi-classical gauge transformations on a Poisson manifold,

and provide an explicit construction using symplectic embeddings of the Poisson structure. In

Section 4 we extend these general definitions and constructions to the general case of almost

Poisson manifolds. The closure condition on the semi-classical gauge algebra now requires an

extension of the notion of gauge transformations using field dependent gauge parameters, which

we formulate precisely in terms of 1-jets of the cotangent bundle of the underlying manifold M ,

and an extension of their construction by symplectic embeddings using horizontal vector fields

on the jet space. In Section 5 we show how our symplectic embedding construction of gauge

algebras can be cast into the standard framework of L∞-algebras [26, 33, 34], contrasting our

approach with the approach based on the L∞-bootstrap. We further show how our symplectic

embeddings define P∞-structures on differential forms and discuss their relation with the L∞-

structures on our gauge algebras. Finally, in Section 6 we work out several explicit examples as

illustrations of our formalism for both Poisson and almost Poisson gauge transformations. Two
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appendices at the end of the paper collect some technical details which are used in the main

text.
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2 Symplectic embeddings of almost Poisson structures

In this section we develop our notion of symplectic embeddings, which encompasses earlier

constructions from the physics literature in a rigorous and precise way. We provide a detailed

comparison between our symplectic embeddings and the more common concept of symplectic

realizations in Poisson geometry, and discuss their relation to deformation quantization. In

Section 6 we will give detailed applications to some non-trivial explicit examples.

2.1 Formal deformations of cotangent bundles

We begin with some definitions that will permeate this paper. Smooth functions and tensors on

a manifold M , as well as all vector spaces, are always considered with the ground field R or C.

Definition 2.1. Let M be a manifold.

(a) An almost Poisson structure on M is a bivector field θ ∈ X2(M). The bivector field is

equivalently encoded by the skew-symmetric almost Poisson bracket { · , · }θ on C∞(M)

given by

{f, g}θ = θ(df,dg) .

The Schouten-Nijenjuis bracket of the bivector θ with itself, the Jacobiator, is the trivector

field Π = [θ, θ] ∈ X3(M), which satisfies

1
2 Π(df,dg,dh) = Cycf,g,h {f, {g, h}θ}θ ,

where Cycf,g,h indicates the cyclic sum over the functions f, g, h ∈ C∞(M). The Jacobi

identity [[θ, θ], θ] = 0 for the Schouten bracket implies that the Jacobiator obeys the

integrability condition

[Π, θ] = 0 . (2.2)

(b) A bivector θ on M gives rise to a linear map

θ♯ : Ω1(M) −→ X(M) , α 7−→ θ(α, · ) . (2.3)

If

Π = 1
2 ∧3 θ♯H

for a closed three-form H ∈ Ω3(M), then θ is an H-twisted Poisson structure on M and

{ · , · }θ is the corresponding H-twisted Poisson bracket.
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(c) The bracket { · , · }θ obeys the Jacobi identity if and only if Π = 0. In this case θ is a

Poisson structure and { · , · }θ is the corresponding Poisson bracket.

Remark 2.4. By definition, any almost Poisson structure defines a derivation {f, · }θ of the

commutative algebra of functions C∞(M) for any fixed f ∈ C∞(M). When θ is a Poisson

bivector, this property makes (C∞(M), { · , · }θ) into a Poisson algebra. ⊳

Remark 2.5. If an almost Poisson structure θ is non-degenerate, then it is automatically a

twisted Poisson structure: in this case the map (2.3) is invertible, and the two-form θ−1 ∈ Ω2(M),

defined by θ−1(X,Y ) = θ(θ♯−1X, θ♯−1Y ) for X,Y ∈ X(M), is an almost symplectic structure

on M and H = dθ−1 is the twisting three-form. In particular, if θ is a non-degenerate Poisson

bivector then θ−1 is a symplectic structure on M . ⊳

We shall often work on an open subset M = U ⊂ R
d with local coordinates (xi). Then the

bivector θ has the local coordinate expression θ = 1
2 θ

ij(x) ∂i ∧ ∂j , where ∂i = ∂/∂xi, and the

almost Poisson bracket can be expressed on U as

{f, g}θ = θij ∂if ∂jg .

Throughout we use the Einstein convention for implicit summation over repeated upper and

lower indices. Similarly, the trivector Π = [θ, θ] has the local coordinate expression Π =
1
3! Π

ijk(x) ∂i ∧ ∂j ∧ ∂k, where

Π ijk = 1
3

(
θil ∂lθ

jk + θkl ∂lθ
ij + θjl ∂lθ

ki
)
.

In this paper it will be convenient to rescale the bivector θ by a formal parameter t, and

regard it as a deformation of the zero bivector θ0 = 0. If V is a real or complex vector space, we

denote by V [[t]] the space of formal power series in t with coefficients in V ; it can be regarded

as a module over R[[t]] or C[[t]]. In this paper we will work in the setting of formal Poisson

structures and formal symplectic structures, see e.g. [15].

Definition 2.6. Let θ be an almost Poisson structure on a manifold M . Write π : T ∗M → M

for the cotangent bundle ofM . A symplectic embedding of (M,θ) is a formal symplectic structure

ω ∈ Ω2
pol(T

∗M)[[t]] such that

(a) ω is a deformation of the canonical symplectic structure ω0 on T ∗M , that is, ω|t=0 = ω0;

(b) The corresponding Poisson bracket { · , · }ω−1 on the ring C∞
pol(T

∗M)[[t]] restricts to the

zero section M ⊂ T ∗M as

{π∗f, π∗g}ω−1

∣∣
M

= t {f, g}θ (2.7)

for all functions f, g ∈ C∞(M); and

(c) The zero section is a Lagrangian section of (T ∗M,ω).

Here and in the following we use the subscript pol to denote spaces of smooth tensor fields on

the cotangent bundle T ∗M which are polynomial on the fibres. In general, the formal symplectic

structure ω is a formal power series of closed two-forms on T ∗M (which are polynomial on
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the fibres) given as ω = ω0 +
∑∞

n=1 tn ωn. The inverse is a formal Poisson structure ω−1 ∈
X2
pol(T

∗M)[[t]] which is a formal power series of bivectors on T ∗M given as

ω−1 = Θ0 +

∞∑

n=1

tnΘn ,

where Θ0 = ω−1
0 is the Poisson bivector field on T ∗M corresponding to ω0. The Poisson inte-

grability condition [ω−1, ω−1] = 0 implies

n∑

k=0

[Θk, Θn−k] = 0 (2.8)

for all n ≥ 0, and the condition (2.7) implies ω−1(π∗α, π∗β)
∣∣
M

= t θ(α, β) which leads to

Θ1(π
∗α, π∗β)

∣∣
M

= θ(α, β) and Θn(π
∗α, π∗β)

∣∣
M

= 0 ,

for all α, β ∈ Ω1(M) and n ≥ 2. The Lagrangian section condition further imposes ω(X,Y ) = 0

for all X,Y ∈ X(M). In this sense a symplectic embedding can be thought of as a formal

deformation of an almost Poisson structure θ on M , for which [θ, θ] 6= 0, to a nondegenerate

Poisson structure ω−1 on T ∗M , for which [ω−1, ω−1] = 0; in particular, the canonical symplectic

structure ω0 yields a symplectic embedding for the trivial bivector θ0 = 0.

Remark 2.9. Definition 2.6 is an adapted version, to the almost Poisson case, of a symplectic

realization of a Poisson structure θ on M , which more generally involves a surjective submersion

π : S → M of a symplectic manifold S that is a Poisson morphism admitting a Lagrangian

section M → S. When S = T ∗M with π the cotangent bundle projection and M → S the

zero section, a symplectic realization is a symplectic embedding, i.e. the condition (2.7) holds,

but the converse is not generally true. Similarly, one defines an almost symplectic realization

of a twisted Poisson structure. These can all be constructed globally in terms of integrating

symplectic groupoids for (M,θ) [18,35,64]. In this paper we deal only with local constructions,

where the existence of symplectic embeddings is always guaranteed as a formal deformation of

the trivial symplectic groupoid (T ∗M,ω0) near the identity elements. ⊳

We shall now establish the existence of local symplectic embeddings by treating the three

cases in Definition 2.1 individually, in order of increasing complexity. In the following we work on

the open neighbourhood T ∗U of the zero section of M = U ⊆ R
d, and denote local coordinates

thereon by (xi, pi), where (pi) are coordinates in the normal directions to U ⊂ T ∗U ; in particular,

U is given by the equations pi = 0 in T ∗U . We also write ∂̃i = ∂/∂pi.

2.2 Local symplectic embedding of Poisson manifolds

The simplest case is the original local construction of a symplectic realization of a Poisson

manifold, which is due to Weinstein [65]. Let λ0 be the Liouville one-form, i.e. the unique

one-form on T ∗M with the property that s∗αλ0 = α for all one-forms α ∈ Ω1(M), regarded

as smooth sections sα : M → T ∗M of the cotangent bundle of M under the isomorphism

Ω1(M) ≃ Γ(T ∗M). It is the tautological primitive for the canonical symplectic structure; in

local coordinates, λ0 = pi dx
i and ω0 = dλ0 = dpi ∧ dxi on T ∗U . Contracting the pushforward
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of the Poisson bivector field θ by the zero section with the Liouville one-form defines a vector

field Xθ ∈ X(T ∗U):

Xθ = θ(λ0, · ) ,
which in local coordinates reads

Xθ = θij(x) pi ∂j . (2.10)

The vector field Xθ defines a Poisson spray, see e.g. [23]. Let ϕθ
u : T ∗U → T ∗U be the flow of

tXθ for u ∈ [0, 1], which is the diffeomorphism defined by

dϕθ
u

du
= tXθ ◦ ϕθ

u .

Then the symplectic structure ω ∈ Ω2(T ∗U) constructed by [65, Theorem 9.1] is given by

the integrated pullback of the canonical symplectic structure ω0 by this flow:

ω :=

∫ 1

0

(
ϕθ
u

)∗
ω0 du . (2.11)

Since ϕθ
u

∣∣
t=0

is the identity for all u ∈ [0, 1], this symplectic structure is indeed a deformation

of ω0. Note that the zero section U ⊂ T ∗U is a Lagrangian submanifold of (T ∗U,ω), and that

ω = dλ where λ = φi(x, p) dpi with

φi(x, p) =

∫ 1

0
xi ◦ ϕθ

u du . (2.12)

The Jacobian matrix Jφ(x, p) =
( ∂φi

∂xj

)
is formally invertible (because ϕθ

u

∣∣
t=0

is the identity for all

u ∈ [0, 1]), and we denote its inverse by 1+ t γ(x, p). The corresponding cosymplectic structure

then assumes the local form

ω−1 = t
2 θ

ij(x) ∂i ∧ ∂j +
1
2

(
δij + t γij(x, p)

) (
∂i ∧ ∂̃j + ∂̃j ∧ ∂i

)
. (2.13)

For later use, and in particular for comparison with the generic cases of almost Poisson

structures, it is useful to cast the symplectic embedding described by (2.11) into the setting of

Definition 2.6 by developing its asymptotic series in t. For this, we expand the bivector γ as a

formal power series

γji (x, p) =
∞∑

n=1

tn−1 γ
j|i1···in
i (x) pi1 · · · pin (2.14)

using (2.12), where the local functions γ
j|i1···in
i (x) are proportional to the components of the

bivector θ and their derivatives. Alternatively, they can be found by solving the Poisson in-

tegrability condition [ω−1, ω−1] = 0, which using [θ, θ] = 0 yields local first order differential

equations

∂̃lγki − ∂̃kγli + t
(
γlj ∂̃

jγki − γkj ∂̃
jγli

)
= ∂iθ

lk + t
(
γji ∂jθ

lk + θkj ∂jγ
l
i − θlj ∂jγ

k
i

)
(2.15)

for the bivector γ in terms of the given bivector θ. Substituting the formal power series (2.14)

in (2.15) then yields an infinite system of recursive differential equations given by

γ
k|l
i − γ

l|k
i = ∂iθ

lk , (2.16)
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and

(n+ 1)
(
γ
k|li2···in+1

i − γ
l|ki2···in+1

i

)

+
n∑

m=1

(n−m+ 1)
(
γ
l|i1···im
j γ

k|jim+1···in+1

i − γ
k|i1···im
j γ

l|jim+1···in+1

i

)

= γ
j|i2···in+1

i ∂jθ
lk + θkj ∂jγ

l|i2···in+1

i − θlj ∂jγ
k|i2···in+1

i , (2.17)

for n ≥ 1. A formal power series solution of (2.15) was constructed in this way by [37], with the

first two leading orders given by

γ
j|k
i = −1

2 ∂iθ
jk

γ
j|kl
i = − 1

12

(
2 θlm ∂i∂mθkj + ∂iθ

km ∂mθjl
)
. (2.18)

Remark 2.19. The solution (2.18) is not unique. There is no general notion of equivalence of

symplectic embeddings for a general Poisson manifold. If (M,θ) is integrable, there is a notion

of Morita self-equivalence, see e.g. [15]. We will return to the question of uniqueness, as well as

the meaning of the symplectic structure on T ∗M away from the zero section, later on where we

will find that they have natural interpretations in terms of gauge algebras (see Remark 5.13 and

Proposition 3.7, respectively). ⊳

Example 2.20. Let M = R
d with a constant Poisson structure θ. This is the only case in

which the solution γji = 0 to (2.15) is possible; this is also the solution that follows from (2.12)

for constant θ. With this choice, the symplectic embedding of (Rd, θ) is given by the strict

deformation (T ∗
R
d, ω0 + t θ∗) of the cotangent symplectic groupoid for R

d, where θ∗ is the

vertical two-form on T ∗
R
d induced by the linear dual of the bivector θ on the vector space R

d,

that is, θ∗(∂̃i, ∂̃j) = θij and θ∗(∂i, ∂j) = 0 = θ∗(∂i, ∂̃
j). The integrating symplectic groupoid is

the direct product of the pair groupoid R
r × R

r and the cotangent groupoid T ∗
R
d−r for R

d−r

where r is the rank of θ, see e.g. [16]. However, there are also non-zero solutions of (2.15) in

this case. ⊳

Remark 2.21. An explicit global extension of the local symplectic embedding (2.11) to an open

neighbourhood N ⊂ T ∗M of the zero section is given in [12, 23]. The construction depends on

the choice of an affine connection ∇ on M . It amounts to replacing the vector field (2.10) with

Xθ,∇ = θij(x) pi ∂j + pk pl θ
ki(x) Γl

ij(x) ∂̃
j ,

where ∇∂i∂j = Γl
ij(x) ∂l, and replacing ϕθ

u with the corresponding flow ϕθ,∇
u of tXθ,∇ in

(2.11). The connection ∇ induces a Lie algebroid connection on the cotangent Lie algebroid

(T ∗M,θ♯, [ · , · ]θ) associated to an integrable Poisson manifold (M,θ), where the bracket of this

Lie algebroid extends the natural Lie bracket on exact one-forms, given by [df,dg]θ = d{f, g}θ,
in a unique way to the Koszul bracket

[α, β]θ := Lθ♯αβ − Lθ♯βα− dθ(α, β)

where L denotes the Lie derivative. This construction makes N into a local symplectic groupoid

N ⇒ M (cf. [35]), with source map π and target map π ◦ ϕθ,∇
1 , which integrates the cotangent

Lie algebroid. ⊳
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2.3 Local symplectic embedding of twisted Poisson manifolds

The definition (2.11) makes sense for any bivector θ and defines a symplectic structure, but it

yields a symplectic embedding only when θ is a Poisson structure. However, when θ is an H-

twisted Poisson structure, it is possible to modify ω accordingly [18] and turn it into an almost

symplectic embedding of (M,θ): the two-form

ωH =

∫ 1

0

(
ϕθ
u

)∗(
ω0 + t π∗H(Xθ, · , · )

)
du (2.22)

is an almost symplectic structure with dωH = t π∗H which satisfies (2.7).

Remark 2.23. Similarly to the untwisted case (see Remark 2.21), a twisted Poisson structure

makes the cotangent bundle into a Lie algebroid (T ∗M,θ♯, [ · , · ]θ,H) with Lie bracket

[α, β]θ,H := [α, β]θ +H(θ♯α, θ♯β, · ) .

In particular, for f, g ∈ C∞(M) this gives

[df,dg]θ,H = d{f, g}θ +H(Xf ,Xg, · )

with Xf = θ♯df . If θ is integrable, the corresponding integrating Lie groupoid is called a

twisted symplectic groupoid in [18]; it is provided by extending this local almost symplectic

embedding construction by replacing Xθ with Xθ,∇ and ϕθ
u with ϕθ,∇

u in (2.22) [23], as explained

in Remark 2.21. ⊳

In this local picture, it is possible to locally ‘untwist’ the almost symplectic embedding

to a bonafide symplectic embedding by interpreting the closed three-form H ∈ Ω3(M) as the

curvature of a gerbe connection and following the approach of [4, 50]. For this, we choose

a suitable covering of the manifold M by good open subsets Ua. We can write H in terms

of local two-forms Ba ∈ Ω2(Ua) as H = dBa. On intersections Uab := Ua ∩ Ub, the two-

form Fab := Bb − Ba is closed and hence exact, so it can be expressed in terms of one-form

fields Aab ∈ Ω1(Uab) as Fab = dAab; triple intersections involve local gauge transformations

by functions fabc ∈ C∞(Ua ∩ Ub ∩ Uc) satisfying a suitable integrability condition. Then the

two-form ωa ∈ Ω2(Ua) defined by

ωa = ωH − t π∗Ba

is a symplectic structure on T ∗Ua, i.e. dωa = 0. The local symplectic two-forms ωa are related

by the flows ϕab
u at u = 1 generated by the vector fields t θ(Aab, · ) ∈ X(Uab), such that

(
ϕab
1

)∗{F,G}ω−1
b

=
{(

ϕab
1

)∗
F,

(
ϕab
1

)∗
G
}
ω−1
a

for F,G ∈ C∞(T ∗Uab). This defines a twisted sheaf (or stack) of Poisson algebras on T ∗M [58].

2.4 Local symplectic embedding of almost Poisson manifolds

The existence of local symplectic embeddings for arbitrary almost Poisson structures is estab-

lished in [39]. The construction of Section 2.2 is spoilt for a non-zero Jacobiator Π 6= 0, as then

(C∞(M), t { · , · }θ) cannot be embedded as a Poisson subalgebra of the cosymplectic algebra
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(C∞
pol(T

∗M)[[t]], { · , · }ω−1). Nevertheless, we can gleam off the general form of the symplectic

embedding from the two special cases (2.13) and (2.22).

For this, we take the zero section U ⊂ T ∗U to be a Lagrangian submanifold of (T ∗U,ω)

and account for the additional terms involving [θ, θ] 6= 0. This means that the formal Poisson

bivector ω−1 can be written as

ω−1 = t
2 θ

ij(x, p) ∂i ∧ ∂j +
1
2

(
δij + t γij(x, p)

) (
∂i ∧ ∂̃j + ∂̃j ∧ ∂i

)
, (2.24)

where the bivector γ has a formal power series expansion as in (2.14), with leading order term

given in (2.18), while

θij(x, p) = θij(x)− tΠ ijk(x) pk +

∞∑

n=2

tn θij|i1···in(x) pi1 · · · pin (2.25)

and the local functions θij|i1···in(x) for n ≥ 2 are proportional to the components of the trivector

Π and their derivatives. The various functions satisfy local first order differential equations

determined from the Poisson integrability condition (2.8) with

Θ0 =
1
2

(
∂i ∧ ∂̃i + ∂̃i ∧ ∂i

)
,

Θ1 =
1
2 θ

ij(x) ∂i ∧ ∂j +
1
2 γ

i|k
j (x) pk

(
∂i ∧ ∂̃j + ∂̃j ∧ ∂i

)
,

Θ2 = −1
2 Π

ijk(x) pk ∂i ∧ ∂j +
1
2 γ

i|kl
j (x) pk pl

(
∂i ∧ ∂̃j + ∂̃j ∧ ∂i

)
, (2.26)

Θn = 1
2 θ

ij|i1···in−1(x) pi1 · · · pin−1 ∂i ∧ ∂j +
1
2 γ

i|i1···in
j (x) pi1 · · · pin

(
∂i ∧ ∂̃j + ∂̃j ∧ ∂i

)
,

for n ≥ 3. This cosymplectic structure indeed satisfies the two requisite requirements: (a) it

coincides with the original almost Poisson structure θ along the zero section of T ∗U , as in

(2.7); and (b) in the case of a Poisson bivector θ, the symplectic embedding (2.24) restores the

symplectic embedding (2.13) of a Poisson structure. For example, an explicit form for the order

t2 term according to [39] reads

θij|kl = 3
16

(
Πjlm ∂mθki +Πjkm ∂mθli −Π ilm ∂mθkj −Π ikm ∂mθlj

)

− 1
8

(
θkm ∂mΠ ijl + θlm ∂mΠ ijk

)
. (2.27)

Remark 2.28. The formalism here covers as well the special case of twisted Poisson structures

from Section 2.3, and it explicitly realises the local ‘untwisting’ of the almost symplectic realiza-

tion (2.22) to a symplectic embedding ω. For example, consider the case of a topologically trivial

closed three-form H ∈ Ω3(M), that is, H = dB for a globally defined two-form B ∈ Ω2(M),

with associated linear map B♭ : X(M) → Ω1(M). In this case we can choose the trivial one-form

A = 0 (up to gauge equivalence), for which the associated flows are identity maps of M and the

corresponding map

(
ω−1

)♯
=

(
ω−1
dB

)♯ (
1− t (π∗B)♭ (ω−1

dB)
♯
)−1

: Ω1
pol(T

∗M)[[t]] −→ Xpol(T
∗M)[[t]]

defines a B-transformation of the almost cosymplectic structure ω−1
dB . ⊳

2.5 Semi-classical limit of deformation quantization

In the context of deformation quantization, a Poisson bracket may be regarded as the semi-

classical limit of the commutator bracket of an associative noncommutative star-product which
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quantizes a Poisson manifold (M,θ); the existence of such star-products is provided by the

famous Kontsevich formality theorem [36]. More precisely, a star-product on M is a product on

C∞(M)[[~]] (regarded as a C[[~]]-module for a formal deformation parameter ~) of the form

f ⋆ g = f g +
∞∑

n=1

~
nBn(f, g)

for smooth functions f, g ∈ C∞(M), where each Bn : C∞(M)×C∞(M) → C∞(M) for n ≥ 1 is

a bidifferential operator, and the Poisson structure is recovered through {f, g}θ = 1
~
[f, g]⋆

∣∣
~=0

where [f, g]⋆ = f ⋆ g − g ⋆ f .

The relation between symplectic embeddings and the semi-classical limit of deformation

quantization of a Poisson structure θ is well-known (at least implicitly) in both the physics

and mathematics literature; after all, symplectic realizations were originally introduced with the

quantization problem for Poisson manifolds in mind. On M = U ⊆ R
d, the Fourier integral

representation of the Kontsevich star-product on (U, t θ) can be brought to the form

f ⋆ g(x) =

∫

(Rd)∗×(Rd)∗
f̂(p) ĝ(p′) a~(p, p

′, x) e
i
~
Σ(p,p′,x) dp dp′

(2π ~)d
, (2.29)

where f̂ and ĝ are the asymptotic Fourier transforms of f, g ∈ C∞(U), and the function

a~(p, p
′, x) is regular at ~ = 0. In the semi-classical limit ~ → 0, the leading contribution

is given by the oscillatory phase Σ(p, p′, x), which is a formal power series

Σ(p, p′, x) = 〈p+ p′, x〉+
∞∑

n=1

tnΣn(p, p
′, x) ,

where 〈 · , · 〉 is the dual pairing between R
d and (Rd)∗, and each Σn(p, p

′, x) for n ≥ 1 is

a homogeneous polynomial in p, p′ ∈ (Rd)∗ of degree n + 1, with Σn(p, 0, x) = Σn(0, p, x),

whose homogeneous part Σ̃n(p, p
′, x) in p satisfies Σ̃n(p, p, x) = 0. It formally generates a

local symplectic groupoid structure on (T ∗U,ω0) [19], and in this manner the formal symplectic

groupoid can be regarded as a semi-classical version of the full noncommutative algebra of

functions (C∞(U)[[~]], ⋆).

This determines a formal Poisson submersion πθ : (T ∗U,ω−1
0 ) → (U, t θ) with Lagrangian

zero section which in components is defined by

πθ(x, p)
i = ∂̃′iΣ(p, p′, x)

∣∣
p′=0

= xi +
∞∑

n=1

tnΣi|i1···in(x) pi1 · · · pin , (2.30)

where ∂̃′i = ∂/∂p′i and Σi|i1···in(x) pi1 · · · pin = ∂̃′iΣn(p, p
′, x)

∣∣
p′=0

. This map is sometimes called

a ‘generalized Bopp shift’ in the physics literature, see e.g. [37, 44]. In [39] it was shown how

to construct the (not unique) local functions Σi|i1···in(x) by solving the (formal) Poisson map

equation

{π∗
θf, π

∗
θg}ω−1

0
= t π∗

θ{f, g}θ

order by order in t, with the first three leading orders which are compatible with quantization
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given by

Σi|j = −1
2 θ

ij ,

Σi|jk = 1
24 θ

kl ∂lθ
ij + 1

24 θ
jl ∂lθ

ik ,

Σi|jmn = − 1
12

(
2Σl|mn ∂lθ

ij + 2Σl|jn ∂lθ
im + 2Σljm ∂lθ

in

+ 1
12 θ

lm θkn ∂l∂kθ
ij + 1

12 θ
lj θkn ∂l∂kθ

im + 1
12 θ

lj θkm ∂l∂nθ
in
)
.

Writing π̃(x, p) = p for the projection to the normal directions to U ⊂ T ∗U , the inverse of the

map πθ × π̃ : T ∗U → T ∗U then replaces (2.30) with the canonical cotangent bundle projection

π(x, p) = x and yields the local symplectic embedding constructed in Section 2.2; this is the sense

in which the symplectic embedding ‘integrates’ the Poisson manifold (M, t θ). The existence of

invertible generalized Bopp shifts is always guaranteed, at least locally, by virtue of Darboux’s

theorem.

Example 2.31. If θ = θ0 = 0, then Σn = 0 for all n ≥ 1 and π0(x, p) = x. More generally, if

M = R
d with a constant Poisson structure θ, then

Σ(p, p′, x) = 〈p + p′, x〉+ t
2 θ

ij pi p
′
j ,

and the function a~ in (2.29) is identically equal to 1. In this case the generalized Bopp shift

πθ(x, p)
i = xi − t

2 θ
ij pj

reproduces the symplectic embedding of Example 2.20. ⊳

In the general case, we may again formulate deformation quantization in the direction of

an almost Poisson bracket through a suitable nonassociative star-product. For twisted Poisson

manifolds these star-products can be constructed through Kontsevich’s formalism (see e.g. [4,

22,50,58]). For generic almost Poisson manifolds the existence and uniqueness of nonassociative

Weyl star-products is established by [45].

The relation between symplectic embeddings and the semi-classical limit of deformation

quantization of a generic almost Poisson structure θ is much more involved. For twisted Poisson

manifolds, the twisted symplectic groupoids of [18] capture the semi-classical limit of the nonas-

sociative algebra of functions, but these are not directly induced by our symplectic embedding

formalism, which deals with strictly associative structures. Instead, in [43, Section 9] it was

shown that symplectic embeddings capture the semi-classical limit of the associative composi-

tion algebra of differential operators on M induced by the star-product [51], which coincides

with the noncommutative algebra of functions precisely when the Jacobiator Π vanishes. In

this setting, the semi-classical limit of a nonassociative star-product quantizing a generic al-

most Poisson structure θ was formulated as a generalized Bopp shift by [39] as the submersion

πθ : T
∗U → U satisfying

{π∗
θf, π

∗
θg}ω−1

0
= t (πθ × π̃)∗{π∗f, π∗g}θ ,

where θ = 1
2 θ

ij(x, p) ∂i ∧ ∂j is the bivector introduced in Section 2.4 with the formal power

series expansion (2.25). The map πθ has precisely the same expansion (2.30) as in the case of a

Poisson structure, and inverting πθ × π̃ then gives a local symplectic embedding in the weaker

sense of Definition 2.6, as constructed explicitly in Section 2.4.
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3 Poisson gauge transformations

In this section we focus on the case of Poisson structures, i.e. Π = 0. Recalling our discussion

of deformation quantization from Section 2.5, a noncommutative gauge theory is a formal de-

formation of an ordinary gauge theory, obtained by replacing pointwise products of gauge fields

with star-products. A Poisson gauge theory is a limit of a noncommutative gauge theory whose

gauge algebra is the semi-classical limit of the noncommutative gauge algebra with closure de-

fined by the commutators [f, g]⋆, in the sense defined below; we return to this point of view in

Section 5.4 where we will make this notion somewhat more precise in the context of homotopy

Poisson algebras. In this paper we deal only with the kinematical data of a Poisson gauge theory.

We also discuss only the case of gauge theories with structure group U(1) for simplicity.

A conventional local U(1) gauge transformation is specified by a pair

(f,A) ∈ C∞(U)× Ω1(U)

on an open subset U ⊆ M consisting of a gauge parameter f and a gauge field A. The commu-

tative ring of functions C∞(U) is an enveloping algebra for an abelian Lie algebra which acts

on Ω1(U) as (f,A) 7→ A+ δ0fA via the gauge variation

δ0fA = df .

The closure condition for the gauge variations defines an abelian Lie algebra:
[
1+ δ0f ,1+ δ0g

]
A :=

(
(1+ δ0f ) ◦ (1+ δ0g)− (1+ δ0g) ◦ (1+ δ0f )

)
A = 0

for f, g ∈ C∞(U).

In a Poisson gauge theory, this construction is deformed in the following way. The idea is

then to mimick the representation of the Poisson algebra as infinitesimal diffeomorphisms of M :

The map f 7→ Xf := θ♯df is a Lie algebra homomorphism from (C∞(M), { · , ·}θ) to the Lie

algebra of vector fields (X(M), [ · , · ]):

[Xf ,Xg] = X{f,g}θ . (3.1)

For later reference, we note that this construction makes the trivial line bundle M × R into a

Lie algebroid over M .

Definition 3.2. Let (M,θ) be a Poisson manifold. A (local) Poisson gauge transformation on

an open subset U ⊆ M is an action of the Lie algebra (C∞(U), t { · , ·}θ) on the affine space

Ω1(U)[[t]] of the form

(f,A) 7−→ A+ δθfA

for (f,A) ∈ C∞(U)× Ω1(U), which is a deformation of an abelian gauge transformation:

δθfA
∣∣
t=0

= δ0fA = df , (3.3)

and satisfies the derivation property

δθf gA = g δθfA+ f δθgA

over the algebra C∞(U). The closure condition for the Lie algebra of gauge variations is the

Poisson gauge algebra

[
1+ δθf ,1+ δθg

]
A = δθt {f,g}θA . (3.4)
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Remark 3.5. In noncommutative gauge theory, the space Ω1(U)[[~]] is naturally acted upon

by the vector space C∞(U)[[~]] under the left and right actions by multiplication with the star-

product extended over one-forms by replacing the bidifferential operators Bn with Lie bidifferen-

tial operators. In the semi-classical limit, this naturally defines a skew-symmetric Ω1(U)-valued

bracket between gauge parameters and gauge fields that we denote by {f,A}θ = −{A, f}θ.
Defining DA ∈ Ω1(U)⊗ Ω1(U) in local coordinates by DA := L∂iA⊗ dxi, this bracket reads as

{f,A}θ = (θ ⊗ 1)(df,DA) ,

which can be expressed as

{f,A}θ = θij ∂if L∂jA

in local coordinates. In the following we will use the abbreviation θ⊗ := θ ⊗ 1. This bracket

obeys the usual derivation property over the algebra C∞(U) in its first entry, as well as with

respect to the C∞(U)-bimodule Ω1(U) in its second entry since

D(g A) = dg ⊗A+ gDA

implies

{f, g A}θ = {f, g}θ A+ g {f,A}θ ,

for all g ∈ C∞(U).

In later sections we will also use an extension of this bracket to differential forms of arbitrary

degree. For α, β ∈ Ω1(U), we define their symmetric bracket {α, β}θ ∈ Ω2(U) by

{α, β}θ := θ⊗(Dα,Dβ) .

This is then extended to a graded skew-symmetric bracket { · , · }θ on the entire exterior algebra

Ω•(U) as a graded biderivation of degree 0. ⊳

Example 3.6. The simplest example (apart from the zero bivector) of a Poisson gauge trans-

formation comes from taking M = R
d and a constant skew-symmetric d×d matrix θ = (θij),

regarded as a bivector on R
d. Then the gauge variations

δθfA = df + t {A, f}θ

fulfill the requirements of Definition 3.2. In the following we extend this result to generic Poisson

manifolds (M,θ), which will generally require the use of formal power series. ⊳

By the discussion of Section 2.5, it is natural to expect that symplectic embeddings should

play a role in determining the semi-classical limit of a noncommutative gauge theory, that is,

in Poisson gauge theories. The purpose of this section is to demonstrate that this is indeed the

case, focusing in detail on the realization of gauge symmetries. Our main observation here is

that a Poisson gauge algebra is canonically defined by the restriction of a symplectic embedding

(T ∗M,ω) of (M,θ) to a constraint submanifold defined by the gauge fields. For this, we regard a

gauge field A ∈ Ω1(U) as a section sA : U → T ∗U , whose image is a submanifold im(sA) ⊂ T ∗U ;

in local coordinates where A = Ai(x) dx
i, sA(x) = (x,A(x)) ∈ T ∗U for x ∈ U . Define the local

one-form ΦA ∈ Ω1(T ∗U) by

ΦA = λ0 − π∗A
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where we recall that λ0 is the Liouville one-form on T ∗U . The one-form ΦA vanishes precisely

on the submanifold im(sA) ⊂ T ∗U . In local coordinates where ΦA = (ΦA)i dx
i with

(ΦA)i = pi −Ai(x) ,

this is the submanifold of T ∗U defined by the constraints (ΦA)i = 0. Since s∗Aλ0 = A, this is

equivalently presented as s∗AΦA = 0 in Ω1(U).

Note that sA is a Lagrangian section of (T ∗U,ω0) if and only if A is a flat connection,

i.e. dA = 0. Thus in general, im(sA) is not a Lagrangian submanifold of (T ∗U,ω). In physics

parlance, the local equations (ΦA)i = 0 do not define first class constraints, as expected since

otherwise they would eliminate all local degrees of freedom. In the present context, the consistent

elimination of the ‘auxiliary’ variables pi which are adjoined in symplectic embeddings of Poisson

manifolds [43] acquires a natural meaning through

Proposition 3.7. Let (T ∗M,ω) be a local symplectic embedding of a Poisson manifold (M,θ),

and let U ⊆ M be an open subset. For (f,A) ∈ C∞(U)× Ω1(U), the gauge variation

δθfA := s∗A{π∗f,ΦA}ω−1 (3.8)

is a Poisson gauge transformation.

Proof. Using (2.13) the gauge variations (3.8) read

δθfA = df + t s∗Aγ(df, · ) + t {A, f}θ , (3.9)

where the one-form s∗Aγ(df, · ) ∈ Ω1(U)[[t]] is given by

s∗Aγ(df, · ) = γji
(
x,A(x)

)
∂jf(x) dx

i

in local coordinates on U . We need to check the closure condition (3.4) for this definition of

gauge transformations.

We begin with some preliminary definitions. For a one-form which is a functional F(A) ∈
Ω1(U) of the gauge field A, we define the gauge variation

δθfF(A) := F
(
A+ δθfA

)
−F(A) . (3.10)

In particular,

δθg{A, f}θ =
{
δθgA, f

}
θ
.

If F ∈ Ω1
pol(T

∗U), then we define

δθf
(
s∗AF

)
:= s∗A

(
∂̃jF

)
δθfAj ,

where δθfA := δθfAi dx
i.

We are now ready to calculate the composition of two gauge variations. We obtain

δθf
(
δθgA

)
= s∗A

(
∂̃j{π∗g,ΦA}ω−1

)
δθfAj + t

{
δθfA, g

}
θ

= s∗A
(
∂̃j{π∗g,ΦA}ω−1

)
s∗A{π∗f, (ΦA)j}ω−1 + t {s∗A{π∗f,ΦA}ω−1 , g}θ .
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Thus for the left-hand side of the closure condition (3.4) one finds

δθf
(
δθgA

)
− δθg

(
δθfA

)

= s∗A
(
∂̃j{π∗g,ΦA}ω−1

)
s∗A{π∗f, (ΦA)j}ω−1 − s∗A

(
∂̃j{π∗f,ΦA}ω−1

)
s∗A{π∗g, (ΦA)j}ω−1

+ s∗A{π∗s∗A{π∗f,ΦA}ω−1 , π∗g}ω−1 − s∗A{π∗s∗A{π∗g,ΦA}ω−1 , π∗f}ω−1 . (3.11)

We now apply the relation (A.3) from Appendix A to the right-hand side of (3.11) to get

δθf
(
δθgA

)
− δθg

(
δθfA

)
= s∗A{{π∗f,ΦA}ω−1 , π∗g}ω−1 − s∗A{{π∗g,ΦA}ω−1 , π∗f}ω−1 . (3.12)

Using the Jacobi identity in the right-hand side of (3.12), we finally end up with

δθf
(
δθgA

)
− δθg

(
δθfA

)
= s∗A{{π∗f, π∗g}ω−1 ,ΦA}ω−1 . (3.13)

Since

{π∗f, π∗g}ω−1 = t π∗{f, g}θ ,

we conclude that the gauge transformations (3.8) close the Lie algebra

[
1+ δθf ,1+ δθg

]
A = δθt {f,g}θA ,

as required.

Remark 3.14. The field dependent term df+t s∗Aγ(df, · ) in (3.9) can be thought of as defining

a ‘twisted exterior derivative’ of the gauge parameter f required to close the Poisson gauge

algebra when the bivector θ is no longer constant, cf. Examples 2.20 and 3.6. Indeed, the gauge

closure condition (3.4) for (3.9) implies the local symplectic embedding equations (2.15) [41].

The precise algebraic meaning of this term will be explained in Section 5, and we shall see some

explicit examples in Section 6. ⊳

4 Almost Poisson gauge transformations

In this section we consider the case of a generic almost Poisson bivector θ on M with non-

vanishing Jacobiator, i.e. Π 6= 0. In this case, we may again formulate the notion of an almost

Poisson gauge theory as an appropriate semi-classical limit of a noncommutative gauge theory,

which is constructed by nonassociative deformation quantization. The inherent associativity

of the symplectic embeddings discussed in Section 2.5 will be needed to ensure that the gauge

transformations in an almost Poisson gauge theory close a (strict) Lie algebra, despite their

origin in a nonassociative algebra.

The aim of this section is to generalize Proposition 3.7 to the case of generic almost Poisson

manifolds. The construction of gauge transformations and gauge algebras in these instances

is considerably more involved than in the case of Poisson structures from Section 3. We pro-

ceed in two steps: We first set up the problem of defining a suitable notion of almost Poisson

gauge transformations and their closure condition, and subsequently prove that solutions to this

problem exist and are explicitly computable.
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4.1 Formulation of the gauge algebra

It is clear that for a non-trivial Jacobiator Π 6= 0, a direct generalization of Definition 3.2 is

not possible, because (C∞(M), { · , · }θ) is no longer a Lie algebra. This is already manifested

in a violation of the Lie algebra homomorphism property (3.1), which for an H-twisted Poisson

structure is modified to

[Xf ,Xg] = X{f,g}θ + θ♯H(Xf ,Xg, · ) .

In particular, the gauge closure condition must change substantially. Drawing on results from the

L∞-algebra approach to noncommutative gauge theories [40], it is clear what needs to be done:

the space of gauge parameters should be enlarged to include ‘field dependent’ gauge parameters,

such that the commutator of two gauge transformations is again a gauge transformation but with

a field dependent gauge parameter. We shall discuss the precise relation between our approach

here based on symplectic embeddings and the approach based on L∞-algebras in Section 5 below.

Let us first explain precisely what we mean by a ‘field dependent’ gauge parameter in our

setting. We will work with 1-jets of sections of vector bundles, see e.g. [55].

Definition 4.1. Let M be a manifold and U ⊆ M an open subset. Let J1T ∗U be the first

order jet space of the cotangent bundle over U . A field dependent gauge parameter is a smooth

function in C∞(J1T ∗U).

Concretely, in local coordinates a field dependent gauge parameter is specified by a local

function f [x,A] = f(x,A(x), ∂A(x)) depending on a gauge field A ∈ Ω1(U), viewed as a section

sA : U → T ∗U , and its first order derivatives. Via pullback along the vector jet bundle J1T ∗U →
U , this contains the usual space C∞(U) of (field independent) gauge parameters from Section 3.

In what follows we will also use pullbacks along the affine jet bundle J1T ∗U → T ∗U . In

particular, this enables us to view the space of gauge fields Ω1(U) as a subspace of the sections

Γ(J1T ∗U) of the vector jet bundle via prolongation; in other words, gauge fields are precisely

the integrable sections of J1T ∗U → U .

With this notion in place, we are now in a position to generalize Definition 3.2. The idea is

to enlarge the Lie algebra action C∞(U) × Ω1(U) → Ω1(U) from Section 3 to a suitable affine

action C∞(J1T ∗U)× Γ(J1T ∗U) → Γ(J1T ∗U).

Definition 4.2. Let (M,θ) be an almost Poisson manifold. A (local) almost Poisson gauge

transformation on an open subset U ⊆ M is an affine action of C∞
pol(J

1T ∗U)[[t]] on the space

Γpol(J
1T ∗U)[[t]] of the form

(f,A) 7−→ A+ δθfA

for (f,A) ∈ C∞(U)× Ω1(U), such that:

(a) The assignment f 7→ δθf is C-linear and defines a deformation of an abelian gauge trans-

formation:

δθfA
∣∣
t=0

= δ0fA = df ,

which satisfies the derivation property

δθf gA = g δθfA+ f δθgA
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over the algebra C∞(U), and closes the almost Poisson gauge algebra

[
1+ δθf ,1+ δθg

]
A = δθt [[f,g]]θ(A)A , (4.3)

where [[f, g]]θ ∈ C∞
pol(J

1T ∗U)[[t]];

(b) The assignment (f, g) 7→ [[f, g]]θ is C-bilinear, skew-symmetric and defines a deformation

of the almost Poisson bracket:

[[f, g]]θ
∣∣
t=0

= {f, g}θ ,

which satisfies the relation

Cycf,g,h
(
t
[[
h, [[f, g]]θ(A)

]]
θ
(A) + δθh[[f, g]]θ(A)

)
= 0 (4.4)

for consistency with the Jacobi identity for the commutator algebra (4.3), where we use

the definition (3.10) for gauge variations; and

(c) For any fixed f ∈ C∞(U), the map [[f, · ]]θ is a derivation of the commutative algebra

C∞
pol(J

1T ∗U)[[t]].

When θ is a Poisson structure, i.e. the Jacobi identity for the bracket { · , · }θ holds, Defi-

nition 3.2 is a special case of Definition 4.2, but the latter allows more freedom to accomodate

situations where the Jacobi identity is violated. Nevertheless, a direct generalization of Propo-

sition 3.7 is still not possible for generic almost Poisson bivectors θ; in the language of [43], the

auxiliary variables pi can no longer be consistently eliminated by the constraints ΦA = 0 on a

symplectic embedding of an almost Poisson manifold. One can still repeat most of the proof of

Proposition 3.7 in the present case to arrive again at the expression (3.13). However, due to

(2.24), the key difference from the case of a Poisson bivector is that the cosymplectic bracket

{π∗f, π∗g}ω−1 = t θ(dπ∗f,dπ∗g) 6= t π∗{f, g}θ

is not a gauge parameter since it depends on the coordinates in the normal directions to the

zero section U ⊂ T ∗U through its local dependence on θij(x, p). Similarly, the restriction of

{π∗A, π∗f}ω−1 = t θ⊗(Dπ∗A,dπ∗f) 6= t π∗{A, f}θ

to im(sA) involves a field dependent gauge transformation through its local dependence on

θij(x,A(x)).

Using the relation (A.4) from Appendix A in the right-hand side of (3.13), we can represent

the commutator of two gauge transformations defined by (3.8) in the form

δθf
(
δθgA

)
− δθg

(
δθfA

)
= s∗A{π∗s∗A{π∗f, π∗g}ω−1 ,ΦA}ω−1

+ s∗A
(
∂̃j{π∗f, π∗g}ω−1

)
s∗A{(ΦA)j ,ΦA}ω−1 . (4.5)

While the expression s∗A{π∗f, π∗g}ω−1 defines a field dependent gauge parameter, the second

line of (4.5) prevents the gauge transformations defined by (3.8) from closing a Lie algebra. To

overcome this problem we need to ‘correct’ the gauge variation (3.8) in order to absorb this

term, which is the content of
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Proposition 4.6. Let (T ∗M,ω) be a local symplectic embedding of an almost Poisson manifold

(M,θ), and let U ⊆ M be an open subset. For f, g ∈ C∞(U) and A ∈ Ω1(U), define [[f, g]]θ ∈
C∞
pol(J

1T ∗U)[[t]] by

t [[f, g]]θ(A) = s∗A{π∗f, π∗g}ω−1 − s∗A{ΦA(Lf ),ΦA(Lg)}ω−1 , (4.7)

where Lf ∈ Xh

pol(J
1T ∗U)[[t]] ⊂ Xh

pol(T
∗U)[[t]] are horizontal vector fields Lf = Li

f ∂i on the jet

space of T ∗U satisfying the recursion relations

Li
t [[f,g]]θ(A) = δθfL

i
g − δθgL

i
f + s∗A

(
∂̃i{π∗f, π∗g}ω−1

)
+ Lj

f L
k
g s

∗
A

(
∂̃i{(ΦA)j , (ΦA)k}ω−1

)

+ s∗A{π∗f, Li
g}ω−1 − s∗A{π∗g, Li

f}ω−1

+ s∗A{Li
f ,ΦA(Lg)}ω−1 − s∗A{Li

g,ΦA(Lf )}ω−1

+ Lj
g s

∗
A

(
∂̃i{π∗f, (ΦA)j}ω−1

)
− Lj

f s
∗
A

(
∂̃i{π∗g, (ΦA)j}ω−1

)
, (4.8)

with

δθfL
i
g(A) := Li

g

(
A+ δθfA

)
− Li

g(A) (4.9)

and

δθfA := s∗A{π∗f +ΦA(Lf ),ΦA}ω−1 . (4.10)

Then the gauge variations (4.10) close the almost Poisson gauge algebra

[
1+ δθf ,1+ δθg

]
A = δθt [[f,g]]θ(A)A (4.11)

and (f,A) 7→ A+ δθfA is an almost Poisson gauge transformation.

Proof. The proof of (4.11) utilizes the derivation property of the almost Poisson bracket together

with the fact that, since ΦA = 0 on the constraint locus im(sA) ⊂ T ∗U , the gauge variations

(4.10) can be expressed as

δθfA = s∗A{π∗f,ΦA}ω−1 + Li
f s

∗
A{(ΦA)i,ΦA}ω−1 , (4.12)

while the field dependent gauge parameter [[f, g]]θ ∈ C∞
pol(J

1T ∗U)[[t]] from (4.7) can be deter-

mined as

t [[f, g]]θ(A) = s∗A{π∗f, π∗g}ω−1 − Li
f L

j
g s

∗
A{(ΦA)i, (ΦA)j}ω−1 . (4.13)

The details are defered to Appendix B.

To show that the Jacobi identity (4.4) is satisfied by (4.7), we note that the left-hand side

of (4.4) in this case reads

Cycf,g,h

(
s∗A{π∗h, π∗s∗A{π∗f, π∗g}ω−1}ω−1 − s∗A{π∗h, π∗s∗A{ΦA(Lf ),ΦA(Lg)}ω−1}ω−1

− s∗A{ΦA(Lh),ΦA(Lt [[f,g]]θ(A))}ω−1 + s∗A
(
∂̃i{π∗f, π∗g}ω−1

)
s∗A{π∗h+ΦA(Lh), (ΦA)i}ω−1

−
(
δθhL

i
f

)
s∗A{(ΦA)i,ΦA(Lg)}ω−1 −

(
δθhL

i
g

)
s∗A{ΦA(Lf ), (ΦA)i}ω−1

+ s∗A{π∗s∗A{π∗h+ΦA(Lh),ΦA(Lf )}ω−1 ,ΦA(Lg)}ω−1

+ s∗A{ΦA(Lf ), π
∗s∗A{π∗h+ΦA(Lh),ΦA(Lg)}ω−1}ω−1

)
. (4.14)
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Now we use the expression for Lt [[f,g]]θ(A) from (4.8) and take into account the cyclic sum over

f , g and h. Many terms cancel, while the remaining terms combine using the formulas (A.2),

(A.5), and (A.6) from Appendix A. After these simplifications the expression (4.14) becomes

Cycf,g,h
(
s∗A{π∗h, {π∗f, π∗g}ω−1}ω−1 + s∗A{{ΦA(Lf ),ΦA(Lg)}ω−1 , π∗h}ω−1

+ s∗A{{ΦA(Lg), π
∗h}ω−1 ,ΦA(Lf )}ω−1 + s∗A{{π∗h,ΦA(Lf )}ω−1 ,ΦA(Lg)}ω−1

+ 2 s∗A{{ΦA(Lf ),ΦA(Lg)}ω−1 ,ΦA(Lh)}ω−1

)
.

This expression now vanishes identically as a consequence of the Jacobi identity for the cosym-

plectic bracket. Thus the gauge transformations (4.10) form a Lie algebra.

Finally, the linearity and derivation requirements of Definition 4.2 will follow from the cor-

responding properties of the cosymplectic bracket and by constructing the vector fields Lf as

C∞(J1T ∗U)-linear duals of the one-forms df , so that

Lf g = g Lf + f Lg

and linearity in f is immediate.

Remark 4.15. By virtue of their role in cancelling the unwanted terms in the commutator

(4.5), we shall refer to the horizontal vector fields Lf as Lagrangian multipliers. ⊳

Remark 4.16. One can compare with the Poisson gauge transformations (3.9), and in particular

see the effects of the modifications by the Lagrangian multiplier vector fields, by using (2.24)

together with the notation of Remark 3.5 to write the almost Poisson gauge transformations

(4.12) as

δθfA = df + t s∗Aγ(df, · ) + t s∗A{π∗A, π∗f}θ + t s∗Aθ
⊗
(
π∗DA(L⊗

f ), π
∗DA

)
+ dA(Lf , · )

+ t s∗Aγ
⊗(DA,Lf )− t s∗Aγ

(
DA(L⊗

f ), ·
)
,

for f ∈ C∞(U) and A ∈ Ω1(U), where L⊗
f := Lf ⊗ · . Similarly, the modification of the almost

Poisson bracket {f, g}θ to the field dependent bracket (4.13) can be written as

[[f, g]]θ(A) = s∗A{π∗f, π∗g}θ − s∗Aθ
(
π∗DA(L⊗

f ), π
∗DA(L⊗

g )
)
− t−1 dA(Lf , Lg)

+ s∗Aγ
(
DA(L⊗

f ), Lg

)
− s∗Aγ

(
DA(L⊗

g ), Lf

)
,

for f, g ∈ C∞(U) and A ∈ Ω1(U). ⊳

4.2 Existence of Lagrangian multipliers

Proposition 4.6, which establishes sufficiency conditions under which local symplectic embed-

dings lead to almost Poisson gauge transformations, is only meaningful of course if we can

establish the existence of the vector fields Lf , i.e. the existence of solutions to the defining

recursion equations determined by (4.7)–(4.10). We shall now demonstrate that they can be

constructed recursively for f ∈ C∞(U) to any order in t.

We can immediately compute the leading order contribution to Lf by using (2.25) to write

the leading contribution to the second line of (4.5) as

s∗A
(
∂̃j{π∗f, π∗g}ω−1

)
s∗A{(ΦA)j ,ΦA}ω−1 = t2 dA

(
Π(df,dg, · ), ·

)
+O(t3) .
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At this order, this term can be cancelled by taking

Lf = − t2

2 Π(df,A, · ) +O(t3) (4.17)

in (4.10), which from (4.7) can be straightforwardly seen to yield

[[f, g]]θ(A) = {f, g}θ − tΠ(df,dg,A) +O(t2) .

To find the higher order contributions, we will work locally. The Lagrangian multipliers

Lf = Li
f ∂i ∈ Xh

pol(J
1T ∗U)[[t]] should be linear in the gauge parameter f ∈ C∞(U), and will

generally depend on the gauge fields A ∈ Ω1(U) and also on their derivatives ∂A, so we write

their local forms as

Li
f = t2 Lij

(
x,A(x), ∂A(x)

)
∂jf(x) ,

for x ∈ U and functions Lij ∈ C∞
pol(J

1T ∗U)[[t]]. In the following we write ∂l
A = ∂/∂Al and

∂k;l
A = ∂/∂(∂kAl) for derivatives in local coordinates on the jet space. We can then formulate

Proposition 4.18. The solution to the recursion relations (4.8) is given by

Lij(A, ∂A) = Λij(A) +

∞∑

n=1

(−t2)n Λik1(A) ∂k1Am1 Λ
m1k2(A)

× · · ·Λmn−1kn(A) ∂knAmn Λ
mnj(A) , (4.19)

where the function Λij ∈ s∗AC
∞
pol(T

∗U)[[t]] ⊂ C∞
pol(J

1T ∗U)[[t]] does not depend on the derivatives

∂A and satisfies local first order differential equations on the jet space given by

t
(
∂i
AΛ

kj − ∂j
AΛ

ki
)
+ t3

(
Λlj ∂lΛ

ki − Λli ∂lΛ
kj
)

= −∂k
Aθ

ij(A) + t2
(
Λkl ∂lθ

ij(A) + Λli ∂k
Aγ

j
l (A)− Λlj ∂k

Aγ
i
l (A) (4.20)

+ θjl(A) ∂lΛ
ki − θil(A) ∂lΛ

kj + γjl (A) ∂
l
AΛ

ki − γil (A) ∂
l
AΛ

kj
)

+ t4
(
γlm(A)Λmi ∂lΛ

kj − γlm(A)Λmj ∂lΛ
ki
)
,

with θij(A) := s∗Aθ
ij and γji (A) := s∗Aγ

j
i .

Proof. First we introduce

Lij(A, ∂A) = Λij(A) + Λ̄ij(A, ∂A) , (4.21)

where Λij(A) is a function of the gauge fields A only, whereas Λ̄ij(A, ∂A) depends on both gauge

fields A and their first order derivatives ∂A. To obtain an equation for the function Λij(A), we

substitute (4.21) in (4.8) and collect the terms which contain only first order derivatives of gauge

parameters ∂if ∂jg but do not contain derivatives of the gauge fields ∂A.

The left-hand side of (4.8) reads

Li
t [[f,g]]θ(A) = t2 Lim ∂m

(
s∗A{π∗f, π∗g}ω−1 − Lj

f L
k
g s

∗
A{(ΦA)j, (ΦA)k}ω−1

)
, (4.22)

and it contributes t2 Λlk ∂kθ
ij(A) to (4.20). The contributions on the right-hand side of (4.8)

from

δθfL
i
g = t2 ∂l

AL
ij
(
s∗A{π∗f, (ΦA)l}ω−1 + t2 Lkm s∗A{(ΦA)k, (ΦA)l}ω−1 ∂kf

)
∂jg

+ t2 ∂p;l
A Lij ∂p

(
s∗A{π∗f, (ΦA)l}ω−1 + t2 Lkm s∗A{(ΦA)k, (ΦA)l}ω−1 ∂kf

)
∂jg , (4.23)
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and from

s∗A
(
∂̃i{π∗f, π∗g}ω−1

)
= t ∂i

Aθ
jk(A) ∂jf ∂kg ,

together yield

t
(
δil + t γil (A)

)
∂l
AΛ

kj − t
(
δjl + t γjl (A)

)
∂l
AΛ

ki + ∂k
Aθ

ij(A) .

The terms coming from

Lj
g s

∗
A

(
∂̃i{π∗f, (ΦA)j}ω−1

)
= t3 Llj ∂i

Aγ
k
l (A) ∂kf ∂jg − t3 Llj ∂i

Aθ
km(A) ∂kf ∂jg ∂mAl

are given by

t2Λlj ∂k
Aγ

i
l (A)− t2Λli ∂k

Aγ
j
l (A) .

There is no contribution from Lj
f L

k
g s

∗
A

(
∂̃i{(ΦA)j , (ΦA)k}ω−1

)
on the right-hand side of (4.8)

since all of its terms contain derivatives of the gauge fields ∂A. Finally, the contributions from

the second and third lines of (4.8):

s∗A{π∗f, Li
g}ω−1 = t3 θkl(A) ∂kf ∂l(L

ij ∂jg) , (4.24)

s∗A{Li
f ,ΦA(Lg)}ω−1 = t4 Lkp

(
(δlk + t γlk(A)) ∂l(L

ij ∂jf)− t θml(A) ∂mAk ∂l(L
ij ∂jf)

)
∂pg ,

read as

t2 θil(A) ∂lΛ
kj − t2 θjl(A) ∂lΛ

ki − t3
(
δlm + t γlm(A)

)
Λmi ∂lΛ

kj + t3
(
δlm + t γlm(A)

)
Λmj ∂lΛ

ki .

Altogether the contributions from such terms results in the differential equation (4.20).

The contributions to (4.8) containing second order derivatives of gauge parameters ∂i∂kf ∂jg

and ∂if ∂j∂kg should vanish separately. Let us analyse the contribution with ∂i∂kf ∂jg. The

contribution from the left-hand side of (4.8) is given by (4.22) and reads

t3
(
Lmk θij(A)− t3 Lmk Lpi Llj s∗A{(ΦA)p, (ΦA)l}ω−1

)
∂i∂kf ∂jg .

On the right-hand side of (4.8), the contribution from δθf (L
i
g) − δθg(L

i
f ) comes from the second

line of (4.23) and reads

t2 ∂k;l
A Lmj

(
δil + t γil (A)− t θin(A) ∂nAl + t2 Lpi s∗A{(ΦA)p, (ΦA)l}ω−1

)
∂i∂kf ∂jg .

The only remaining terms on the right-hand side of (4.8) which contain second order derivatives

of f and g come from the second and third lines, and from (4.24) one finds

t3
(
Lpk θij(A) + t LpiLnj (δkn + t γkn(A)) + t2 Lpi Lnj θmk(A) ∂mAn

)
∂i∂kf ∂jg .

Thus demanding that (4.8) hold for such contributions leads to the equations

(
∂k;l
A Lmj + t2 Lmk Llj

) (
δil + t γil (A)− t θin(A) ∂nAl + t2 Lpi s∗A{(ΦA)p, (ΦA)l}ω−1

)

+
(
∂i;l
A Lmj + t2 Lmi Llj

) (
δkl + t γkl (A)− t θkn(A) ∂nAl + t2 Lpk s∗A{(ΦA)p, (ΦA)l}ω−1

)
= 0 .

This is satisfied if

∂k;l
A Lij + t2 Lik Llj = 0 , (4.25)
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or taking into account (4.21) we may rewrite it as

∂k;l
A Λ̄ij + t2

(
Λik + Λ̄ik

) (
Λlj + Λ̄lj

)
= 0 .

This equation is solved by

Λ̄ij(A, ∂A) =
∞∑

n=1

(−t2)n Λik1(A)Λm1k2(A) · · ·Λmn−1kn(A)Λmnj(A) ∂k1Am1 · · · ∂knAmn ,

which yields the expansion (4.19).

To complete the proof we need to verify that the remaining terms in (4.8) cancel due to

(4.25) and (4.20). This is tedious but completely straightforward: for example, the term

−t6 Lmk ∂k
(
Lli Lpj

)
s∗A{(ΦA)l, (ΦA)p}ω−1 ∂if ∂jg

coming from (4.22) precisely cancels the two terms

t4 ∂k;l
A Lmj ∂kL

pi s∗A{(ΦA)p, (ΦA)l}ω−1 (∂if ∂jg − ∂ig ∂jf)

coming from (4.23).

It is now straightforward to construct the functions Λij recursively from (4.20), and we have

Corollary 4.26. The functions Λij ∈ s∗AC
∞
pol(T

∗U)[[t]] can be calculated order by order in t as

the formal power series

Λij(A) = −1

2
Π ijk Ak −

∞∑

n=1

tn

n+ 2
Υ ijl|k1···kn Al Ak1 · · ·Akn ,

where the functions Υ ijl|k1···kn ∈ C∞(U) are skew-symmetric in their indices jl, and are given by

explicit expressions involving the components of the almost Poisson bivector θ, its Jacobiator Π,

and their derivatives.

Proof. We recall the expansions (2.14) (satisfying the local symplectic embedding equations

(2.16) and (2.17)) and (2.25), and write Λij(A) as a formal power series of the form

Λij =
∞∑

n=1

tn−1Λij
n with Λij

n = Λij|k1···kn Ak1 · · ·Akn ,

where Λij|k1···kn ∈ C∞(U) for each n ≥ 1. At first non-trivial order the differential equation

(4.20) reads

∂i
AΛ

kj
1 − ∂j

AΛ
ki
1 = Π ijk ,

which has solution Λij
1 = −1

2 Π
ijk Ak as expected from (4.17). At higher orders tn−1 for n ≥ 2,

the differential equation (4.20) can be schematically represented as

∂i
AΛ

kj
n − ∂j

AΛ
ki
n = Υ kij

n with Υ kij
n = Υ kij|k1···kn−1 Ak1 · · ·Akn−1 , (4.27)

where on the right-hand side Υ kij
n is constructed from the previously determined lower order

solutions Λkj
m with m < n, and Υ kij|k1···kn−1 ∈ C∞(U). The integrability condition for the

equation (4.27) reads

∂k
AΥ

lij
n + ∂i

AΥ
ljk
n + ∂j

AΥ
lki
n = 0 . (4.28)
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At second order, after careful calculation and simplification one obtains

Υ ilj|k = −2 θlj|ki + 1
2 Π

ikm ∂mθlj + 1
4 Π

ilm ∂mθjk − 1
4 Π

ijm ∂mθlk

+ 1
4 Π

jkm ∂mθli − 1
4 Π

lkm ∂mθji + 1
2 θ

lm ∂mΠ ijk − 1
2 θ

jm ∂mΠ ilk , (4.29)

where the function θlj|ki determines the order t2 contribution to the expansion (2.25). The

integrability condition (4.28) reads

Υ ilj|k + Υ ikl|j + Υ ijk|l = 0 . (4.30)

Substituting the explicit form of Υ ilj|k from (4.29) into (4.30) we arrive at

2
(
θlj|ki + θkl|ji + θjk|li

)
− F ljki = 0 , (4.31)

with

F ljki = Πkmi ∂mθlj +Πjmi ∂mθkl +Π lmi ∂mθjk + θkm ∂mΠ lji

+ θjm ∂mΠkli + θlm ∂mΠjki + 1
2 Π

ljm ∂mθki + 1
2 Π

klm ∂mθji + 1
2 Π

jkm ∂mθli .

The expression (4.31) is exactly the equation from which the function θlj|ki was determined

in [39], as given explicitly in (2.27), whose integrability condition is precisely the integrability

identity (2.2) for the Jacobiator Π. So the integrability condition (4.30) is indeed satisfied and

Λil
2 = −1

3 Υ
ilj|kAj Ak .

This recursive construction can be extended in exactly the same way to higher order calcula-

tions. The integrability condition (4.28) is always satisfied as a consequence of the definition of

the functions Υ kij
n from (4.20) and the construction of the symplectic embedding for the almost

Poisson structure θ from [39].

5 Homotopy algebra actions

The reader versed in the BV formalism will have already noticed a strong resemblance between

our approach to almost Poisson gauge theories based on symplectic embeddings and the approach

to generalized gauge symmetries based on L∞-algebras. In this framework, the classical BRST

construction amounts to quotienting a Poisson algebra of smooth functions by the ideal of

functions which vanish on a constraint locus through a process of homological reduction to

achieve the gauge closure condition. In this language, the concept of field dependent gauge

transformation that we introduced in Section 4.1 is very natural.

In this section we will show that our almost Poisson gauge symmetries, which do not arise

from any Lie algebra action, in fact arise from actions of L∞-algebras. For this, we provide

a dictionary between the symplectic embeddings proposed in the present paper and the cor-

responding L∞-algebras of generalized gauge transformations [26]. This can be achieved by

identifying the gauge variations defined by (4.10), and the closure bracket which is determined

in (4.7), with the corresponding objects defined in terms of L∞-algebras. As an interesting

application of these constructions, we obtain a new perspective on the deformation quantiza-

tion of the exterior algebra of differential forms on an arbitrary almost Poisson manifold, whose

semi-classical limit is described by a P∞-algebra.
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5.1 L∞-algebras and generalized gauge symmetries

Let us start by fixing definitions and conventions. A (flat) L∞-algebra (also known as a strong

homotopy Lie algebra) is a graded vector space V over a field of characteristic zero together with

a sequence of linear maps ℓn : V ⊗n → V of degree 2 − n, for n = 1, 2, . . . , which satisfy two

properties. Firstly, ℓn are graded skew-symmetric,

ℓn(. . . , vi, vi+1, . . . ) = −(−1)|vi| |vi+1| ℓn(. . . , vi+1, vi, . . . )

for all v1, . . . , vn ∈ V , where |v| denotes the degree of a homogeneous element v ∈ V . Secondly,

the linear map defined by

Ln(v1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vn) :=

n∑

k=1

(−1)k (n−k)

k! (n − k)!
ℓn−k+1

(
ℓk(v1, . . . , vk), vk+1, . . . , vn

)
(5.1)

vanishes on the image of the alternatization map

Altn(v1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vn) =
∑

σ∈Sn

sgn(σ) vσ(1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ vσ(n) ,

where the sum runs over permutations σ of degree n with sign sgn(σ). We denote the alterna-

tization of the map (5.1) by Jn = Ln ◦ Altn : V ⊗n → V . Then the relations Jn = 0 are called

homotopy Jacobi identities; when evaluated explicitly on elements they involve cumbersome sign

factors which are determined by the usual Koszul sign rules for skew-symmetric maps of graded

vector spaces.

In particular, the first relation J1 = 0 implies that ℓ1 is a differential making (V, ℓ1) into a

cochain complex, while J2 = 0 implies that ℓ1 is a (graded) derivation of the bracket ℓ2, i.e. ℓ2
is a cochain map. The third relation J3 = 0 then implies that the bracket ℓ2 obeys the Jacobi

identity up to exact terms, i.e. ℓ2 induces a (graded) Lie bracket on the cohomology of ℓ1.

Differential graded Lie algebras can be regarded as L∞-algebras where ℓn = 0 for all n ≥ 3.

Generalized gauge symmetries of classical field theories on a manifoldM which are irreducible

can be encoded in 2-term L∞-algebras [26, 33]. For the purposes of the present paper, the

underlying graded vector space encoding the kinematical data on an open subset U ⊆ M has

non-zero homogeneous subspaces only in degrees 0 and 1, and is given by

V = C∞(U)⊕ Ω1(U) , (5.2)

with the grading provided by differential form degree. The gauge variations are then encoded

by an L∞-structure (ℓn)
∞
n=1 on V with ℓn+1(f,A

⊗n) ∈ Ω1(U), for f ∈ C∞(U) and A ∈ Ω1(U),

as the formal power series

δfA =

∞∑

n=0

tn

n!
(−1)

n (n−1)
2 ℓn+1(f,A

⊗n)

= ℓ1(f) + t ℓ2(f,A)− t2

2 ℓ3(f,A,A) +O(t3) (5.3)

in Γpol(J
1T ∗U)[[t]]. For “standard” gauge symmetries which only involve a finite number of

brackets, one can set t = 1 and avoid the use of formal power series as well as jet coordinates

altogether, but the constructions of this paper necessitate their usage in general.
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For the graded vector space (5.2), since ℓn is of degree 2 − n, it vanishes unless its entries

contain at least one and at most two gauge parameters. Hence the only non-trivial homotopy

Jacobi identities for the L∞-structure on V involve two and three gauge parameters, that is,

Jn+2(f, g,A
⊗n) = 0 and Jn+3(f, g, h,A

⊗n) = 0. It was shown in [7, 26, 33] that the homotopy

Jacobi identities involving two gauge parameters imply the closure of the symmetry variations

[1+ δf ,1+ δg]A = δt [[f,g]](A)A ,

with the formal power series

[[f, g]](A) = −
∞∑

n=0

tn

n!
(−1)

n (n−1)
2 ℓn+2(f, g,A

⊗n)

= −ℓ2(f, g)− t ℓ3(f, g,A) +
t2

2 ℓ4(f, g,A,A) +O(t3) (5.4)

in C∞
pol(J

1T ∗U)[[t]]. The homotopy Jacobi identities involving three gauge parameters then

guarantee that the strict Jacobi identities

Cycf,g,h
[
1+ δh, [1+ δf ,1+ δg]

]
A = 0

hold for any triple of gauge variations.

The following explicit formulas are useful for concrete checks of the homotopy Jacobi iden-

tities for gauge transformations.

Lemma 5.5. For f, g, h ∈ C∞(U) and A ∈ Ω1(U), the L∞-relations Jn+2(f, g,A
⊗n) = 0 and

Jn+3(f, g, h,A
⊗n) = 0 for n ≥ 1 are given explicitly by

Jn+2

(
f, g,A⊗n

)
= ℓ1

(
ℓn+2(f, g,A

⊗n)
)
− (−1)n ℓn+2

(
ℓ1(f), g, A

⊗n
)
− (−1)n ℓn+2

(
f, ℓ1(g), A

⊗n
)

+

n∑

i=1

(−1)(i+1) (n−i+1)

[(
n

i− 1

)
ℓn−i+2

(
ℓi+1(f, g,A

⊗i−1), A⊗n−i+1
)

+ (−1)i
(
n

i

)
ℓn−i+2

(
ℓi+1(f,A

⊗i), g, A⊗n−i
)

(5.6)

− (−1)i
(
n

i

)
ℓn−i+2

(
ℓi+1(g,A

⊗i), f, A⊗n−i
)]

,

and

Jn+3

(
f, g, h,A⊗n

)

= Cycf,g,h

(
(−1)n ℓn+3

(
ℓ1(f), g, h,A

⊗n
)
+ (−1)n ℓ2

(
ℓn+2(f, g,A

⊗n), h
)

+

n∑

i=1

(−1)(i+1) (n−i)

[(
n

i

)
ℓn−i+3

(
ℓi+1(f,A

⊗i), g, h,A⊗n−i
)

(5.7)

− (−1)i
(

n

i− 1

)
ℓn−i+3

(
ℓi+1(f, g,A

⊗i−1), h,A⊗n−i+1
)])

.

Proof. The alternatization of the sum Ln+2(f, g,A
⊗n) in (5.1) involves, for fixed n and k, a sum

over
(
n+2
k

)
= (n + 2)!/k! (n + 2 − k)! inequivalent splittings of permutations σ ∈ Sn+2 [33]. If

k = 1 the contribution to (5.1) is ℓn+2(ℓ1(f), g, A
⊗n) + ℓn+2(f, ℓ1(g), A

⊗n), and when k = n+ 2
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the contribution is ℓ1(ℓn+2(f, g,A
⊗n)); note that terms such as ℓn+2(f, g, ℓ1(A), A

⊗n−1) do not

appear as ℓ1(A) = 0 for degree reasons. If k 6= 1, n + 2 then, taking into account that there

are n identical entries A, the sum over inequivalent splittings of permutations σ ∈ Sn+2 will

contain
(

n
k−2

)
contributions of the type ℓn−k+3(ℓk(f, g,A

⊗k−2), A⊗n−k+2),
(

n
k−1

)
contributions of

each type ℓn−k+3(ℓk(f,A
⊗k−1), g, A⊗n−k+1) and ℓn−k+3(ℓk(g,A

⊗k−1), f, A⊗n−k+1), and also
(
n
k

)

elements ℓn−k+3(ℓk(A
⊗k), f, g,A⊗n−k); these latter contributions however vanish as ℓk(A

⊗k) = 0

for degree reasons. Altogether, the total number of such contributions is
(

n

k − 2

)
+

(
n

k − 1

)
+

(
n

k − 1

)
+

(
n

k

)
=

(
n+ 2

k

)
,

which is exactly the number of all contributions to the sum over σ ∈ Sn+2. This results in

(5.6), where the sign factor (−1)i in the last two lines appears from moving f and g from the

second argument to the (i+1)-th argument of the (n − i + 2)-bracket. Following the same line

of argument we find (5.7).

5.2 L∞-structures on Poisson gauge algebroids

It is instructive to start with the simpler case of Poisson gauge transformations from Section 3,

where we know [[f, g]](A) = {f, g}θ to all orders and a Poisson gauge symmetry corresponds to

a Lie algebra structure on the graded vector space V . Geometrically, this structure is encoded

in the action algebroid

C∞(U)⋉Ω1(U) −→ Ω1(U)

corresponding to the Lie algebra (C∞(U), { · , · }θ) and the Lie module Ω1(U) over C∞(U); for

the moment we drop the formal power series extension to streamline the presentation. This is

the Lie algebroid with trivial vector bundle C∞(U)×Ω1(U) over Ω1(U) (regarded as a Fréchet

space with the weak Whitney C∞-topology), whose anchor map ρ : C∞(U)×Ω1(U) → TΩ1(U)

sends a pair (f,A) to the gauge variation δθfA of Definition 3.2, and whose Lie bracket is induced

by the Poisson bracket { · , · }θ and the gauge variations. Generally, any Lie algebroid gives rise

to a cochain complex (its Chevalley-Eilenberg algebra), and in the case of an action algebroid

this yields the BRST complex of a classical field theory, which is dual to a gauge L∞-algebra

(see e.g. [34]).

In fact, the proper reinstatement of the formal power series extension, as required by the

symplectic embedding approach, into this Lie algebroid perspective necessitates the use of L∞-

algebras. For this, let us note the following useful geometric way of thinking about the ‘Taylor

expansion’ of the twisting one-forms s∗Aγ(df, · ) in (3.9) which are induced by (2.14). Without

loss of generality we can assume that the functions γ
j|i1···in
i ∈ C∞(U) are symmetric in their last

n indices, and introduce the (n+1, 1)-tensor fields γ(n) ∈ Ω1
(
U,X(U)⊗X(U)⊙n

)
which in local

coordinates read as

γ(n) = n! γ
j|i1···in
i (x) ∂j ⊗ (∂i1 ⊙ · · · ⊙ ∂in)⊗ dxi .

Then

s∗Aγ(df, · ) =
∞∑

n=1

tn−1

n!
γ(n)

(
df,A⊗n

)
(5.8)

as a formal power series in Ω1(U)[[t]].
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Proposition 5.9. Let (T ∗M,ω) be a local symplectic embedding of a Poisson manifold (M,θ),

and let U ⊆ M be an open subset. Then there is an L∞-structure (ℓ θn)
∞
n=1 on C∞(U) ⊕ Ω1(U),

unique up to L∞-quasi-isomorphism, which induces the Poisson gauge algebroid constructed by

Proposition 3.7 with non-vanishing maps on coincident degree 1 entries given by

ℓ θ1 (f) = df ,

ℓ θ2 (f, g) = −{f, g}θ ,

ℓ θ2 (f,A) = {A, f}θ + γ(1)(df,A) ,

ℓ θn+1

(
f,A⊗n

)
= (−1)

n (n−1)
2 γ(n)

(
df,A⊗n

)
,

and skew-symmetry imposed by definition, for n ≥ 2, f, g ∈ C∞(U), and A ∈ Ω1(U).

Proof. The brackets ℓ θn follow from comparing (3.4) with (5.4) and (3.9) with (5.3) order by

order in t using (5.8). The fact that our symplectic embeddings define Poisson gauge algebras in

the sense of Definition 3.2, as we proved in Proposition 3.7, then implies that the statement is

a special instance of [26, Theorem 2] for the case of gauge transformations which are generated

by Lie algebra actions (see [26, Section 6]).

The uniqueness statement follows from noting that different completions of the brackets to

non-coincident gauge field entries, using the homotopy Jacobi identities, are related by invertible

field redefinitions χ : Γpol(J
1T ∗U)[[t]] → Γpol(J

1T ∗U)[[t]], called Seiberg-Witten maps, which

leave invariant the gauge parameters f and define deformations of the gauge fields: χ(A)
∣∣
t=0

= A

for A ∈ Ω1(U). We define the new gauge transformations χ(A) 7→ χ(A) + δ̂θfχ(A) by setting

δ̂θf := χ ◦ δθf ◦ χ−1 .

Then the field redefinition maps gauge orbits onto gauge orbits:

χ
(
A+ δθfA

)
= χ(A) + δ̂θfχ(A) ,

and it preserves the Poisson gauge algebra:

[
1+ δ̂θf ,1+ δ̂θg

]
χ(A) = χ ◦

[
1+ δθf ,1+ δθg

]
A = χ ◦ δθt {f,g}θA = δ̂θt {f,g}θχ(A) .

In [10] it was shown that the Seiberg-Witten maps χ correspond to L∞-quasi-isomorphisms

which describe the arbitrariness in the definition of the related L∞-algebras in the L∞-bootstrap

approach [11].

Example 5.10. Let M = R
d with a constant Poisson structure θ. By Example 2.20, in this

case we can take γ(n) = 0 for all n ≥ 1. Then the only non-vanishing maps are

ℓ θ1 (f) = df , ℓ θ2 (f, g) = −{f, g}θ and ℓ θ2 (f,A) = {A, f}θ .

Thus in this case the symplectic embedding of (Rd, θ) in (T ∗
R
d, ω0+t θ∗) makes C∞(Rd)⊕Ω1(Rd)

into a differential graded Lie algebra, with Lie bracket given by the Poisson bracket { · , · }θ. This
describes the algebroid of Poisson gauge transformations from Example 3.6. ⊳
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Remark 5.11. The brackets ℓ θ2 (f,A) in Proposition 5.9 encode the failure of the exterior

derivative d in being a derivation of the Poisson algebra in general. The homotopy Jacobi

identity J θ
2 (f, g) = 0 reads

d{f, g}θ = {df, g}θ + {f,dg}θ + γ(1)(dg,df)− γ(1)(df,dg) ,

which using (2.16) can be written locally in components as

∂i{f, g}θ = {∂if, g}θ + {f, ∂ig}θ + ∂iθ
jk ∂jf ∂kg .

This is just the familiar violation of the Leibniz rule for non-constant Poisson bivectors θ.

Using ℓ θn+2(f, g,A
⊗n) = 0 for n ≥ 1, we can demonstrate explicitly that the higher Jacobi

identities are equivalent to the local equations (2.15) for a symplectic embedding of a Poisson

manifold, as an illustration of the tight relationship between our symplectic embeddings and the

corresponding L∞-structures. For this, we use Lemma 5.5 and write (5.6) as

J θ
n+2

(
f, g,A⊗n

)
= ℓ θn+1

(
ℓ θ2 (f, g), A

⊗n
)
− (−1)n ℓ θn+2

(
ℓ θ1 (f), g, A

⊗n
)
− (−1)n ℓ θn+2

(
f, ℓ θ1 (g), A

⊗n
)

− n
(
ℓ θn+1

(
ℓ θ2 (f,A), g, A

⊗n−1
)
− ℓ θn+1

(
ℓ θ2 (g,A), f, A

⊗n−1
)

+ ℓ θ2
(
ℓ θn+1(f,A

⊗n), g
)
− ℓ θ2

(
ℓ θn+1(g,A

⊗n), f
))

(5.12)

−
n∑

i=3

(−1)(i+1) (n−i)

(
n

i− 1

)(
ℓ θn−i+3

(
ℓ θi (f,A

⊗i−1), g, A⊗n−i+1
)

− ℓ θn−i+3

(
ℓ θi (g,A

⊗i−1), f, A⊗n−i+1
))

.

We substitute the brackets from Proposition 5.9 in (5.12), and after some careful simplification

in local coordinates its components become

J θ
n+2

(
f, g,A⊗n

)
i
= n! (−1)

(n+1) (n+2)
2

×
(
(n+ 1)

(
γ
k|li2···in+1

i − γ
l|ki2···in+1

i

)

+
n∑

m=1

(n−m+ 1)
(
γ
l|i1···im
j γ

k|jim+1···in+1

i − γ
k|i1···im
j γ

l|jim+1···in+1

i

)

− θkj ∂jγ
l|i2···in+1

i + θlj ∂jγ
k|i2···in+1

i − γ
j|i2···in+1

i ∂jθ
lk
)

× ∂kf ∂lg Ai2 · · ·Ain+1 .

This vanishes as a consequence of (2.17), and thus the closure condition for the gauge algebra

implies that the brackets ℓ θn indeed define an L∞-algebra. In other words, the homotopy Jacobi

identities are equivalent to the Poisson integrability condition [ω−1, ω−1] = 0, as written in (2.8)

and (2.26) (with θij(x, p) = θij(x)); algebraically, the brackets follow from a standard higher

derived bracket construction [63], as we shall see in Section 5.4.

This discussion illustrates the necessity of the L∞-algebra formulation even in the case of

Poisson gauge transformations for non-constant bivectors θ, despite the fact that they are still

defined by an underlying Lie algebra action. ⊳

Remark 5.13. We can now give a homotopy algebraic answer to the question of uniqueness

of symplectic embeddings for a given Poisson manifold (M,θ). Similarly to the uniqueness

statement of Proposition 5.9, different local symplectic embeddings (T ∗M,ω) correspond to

field redefinitions of the brackets of the corresponding L∞-algebras, which are related to one

another through L∞-quasi-isomorphisms [10,40]. ⊳
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5.3 L∞-structures on almost Poisson gauge algebroids

The general case of almost Poisson gauge transformations from Section 4 is markedly different

from the Poisson case, as now there is no underlying Lie algebra structure on V and hence

no corresponding action algebroid. However, suppressing momentarily the formal power series

extension again as well as the jet coordinate dependence, there is still an underlying Lie algebroid

with vector bundle

C∞(U) −→ E (U) −→ Ω1(U)

whose fibre over a gauge field A ∈ Ω1(U) is s∗AC
∞(T ∗U) ≃ C∞(U). A field dependent gauge

parameter can then be identified with a section of this bundle. The bracket and anchor map of

this gauge algebroid are induced by the bracket [[ · , · ]]θ and the gauge variation (f,A) 7→ δθfA of

Definition 4.2.

The corresponding L∞-structure making this Lie algebroid picture precise is induced by the

symplectic embedding construction of Section 4 and may be presented in the following geometric

way. For this, we introduce tensor fields whose local components are the coefficients of the

formal power series expansions of Sections 2.4 and 4.2, in order to write the gauge variations

and brackets of Remark 4.16 as formal power series analogously to (5.8). Assuming without

loss of generality that the functions θij|i1···in ∈ C∞(U) for n ≥ 2 are symmetric in their last n

indices, we introduce n+2-tensors θ(n) ∈ X2
(
U,X(U)⊙n

)
in local coordinates by

θ(n) := n! θij|i1···in(x) (∂i ∧ ∂j)⊗ (∂i1 ⊙ · · · ⊙ ∂in) .

We set θ(0) := θ and θ(1) := −Π. Then

s∗Aθ(π
∗ · , π∗ · ) =

∞∑

n=0

tn

n!
θ(n)

(
· , · , A⊗n

)
(5.14)

as a formal power series in X2(U)[[t]].

Similarly, taking Υ ijk|i1···in−1 ∈ C∞(U) for n ≥ 2 to be symmetric in their last n indices, we

introduce n+2-tensors Υ (n) ∈ X
(
U,X(U) ⊗ X(U)⊙n

)
in local coordinates by

Υ (n) := n!Υ ijk|i1···in−1(x) ∂i ⊗ ∂j ⊗ (∂k ⊙ ∂i1 ⊙ · · · ⊙ ∂in−1) .

We set Υ (1) := Π. By the construction of Section 4.2, the vector fields Υ (n)(df,A⊗n) ∈ X(U)

completely determine the formal power series expansions of the Lagrangian multipliers Lf ∈
Xh

pol(J
1T ∗U)[[t]] through

Lf = −
∞∑

n=1

tn+1

(n+ 1)!
L(n)

(
df,A⊗n

)
, (5.15)

where

L(n)
(
df,A⊗n

)
:= Υ (n)

(
df,A⊗n

)
+

⌊n−1
2

⌋∑

k=1

∑

l1,...,lk+1≥1
l1+···+lk+1=n−k

(n+ 1)!

(l1 + 1)! · · · (lk+1 + 1)!

× Υ (l1)
(
Υ (l2)⊗

(
DA, · · · Υ (lk)⊗(DA,Υ (lk+1)⊗(DA,df,A⊗lk+1), A⊗lk), · · ·A⊗l2

)
, A⊗l1

)

with the sum omitted for n = 1, 2.
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Proposition 5.16. Let (T ∗M,ω) be a local symplectic embedding of an almost Poisson manifold

(M,θ) with Jacobiator Π, and let U ⊆ M be an open subset. Then there is an L∞-structure

(ℓ θn)
∞
n=1 on C∞(U) ⊕ Ω1(U), unique up to L∞-quasi-isomorphism, which induces the almost

Poisson gauge algebroid constructed by Proposition 4.6 with non-vanishing maps on coincident

degree 1 entries given as follows. The brackets involving a single gauge parameter are given by

ℓ θ1 (f) = df ,

ℓ θ2 (f,A) = {A, f}θ + γ(1)(df,A) ,

ℓ θ3
(
f,A⊗2

)
= −γ(2)

(
df,A⊗2

)
+ 2Π⊗(df,A,DA) + dA

(
Π(df,A, · ), ·

)
,

ℓ θn+1

(
f,A⊗n

)
= (−1)

n (n−1)
2

[
γ(n)

(
df,A⊗n

)
− n θ(n−1)⊗

(
df,DA,A⊗n−1

)

− dA
(
L(n−1)(df,A⊗n−1), ·

)

+
n−1∑

k=2

(
n

k

)(
γ(n−k)

(
DA

(
L(k−1)⊗(df,A⊗k−1)

)
, A⊗n−k

)

− γ(n−k)⊗
(
DA,A⊗n−k, L(k−1)(df,A⊗k−1)

)

− (n− k) θ(n−k−1)⊗
(
DA

(
L(k−1)⊗(df,A⊗k−1)

)
,DA,A⊗n−k−1

))]
,

for n ≥ 3. The brackets involving two gauge parameters are given by

ℓ θ2 (f, g) = −{f, g}θ ,

ℓ θ3 (f, g,A) = Π(df,dg,A) ,

ℓ θ4
(
f, g,A⊗2

)
= θ(2)

(
df,dg,A⊗2

)
,

ℓ θ5
(
f, g,A⊗3

)
= θ(3)

(
df,dg,A⊗3

)
− 3

2 dA
(
Π(df,A, · ),Π(dg,A, · )

)
,

ℓ θn+2

(
f, g,A⊗n

)
= −(−1)

n (n−1)
2

×
[
θ(n)

(
df,dg,A⊗n

)
−

n−2∑

k=1

1

k + 1

(
n

k

)
dA

(
L(k)(df,A⊗k), L(n−k−1)(dg,A⊗n−k−1)

)

+

n−1∑

k=3

1

k + 1

(
n

k

) k−2∑

l=1

(
k + 1

l + 1

)(
γ(n−k)

(
DA

(
L(l)⊗(df,A⊗l)

)
, A⊗n−k, L(k−l−1)(dg,A⊗k−l−1)

)

− γ(n−k)
(
DA

(
L(l)⊗(dg,A⊗l)

)
, A⊗n−k, L(k−l−1)(df,A⊗k−l−1)

)

− (n− k) θ(n−k−1)
(
DA

(
L(l)⊗(df,A⊗l)

)
,DA

(
L(k−l−1)⊗(dg,A⊗k−l−1)

)
, A⊗n−k−1

))]
,

for n ≥ 4. In these expressions skew-symmetry between gauge parameters and gauge fields is

imposed by definition, for f, g ∈ C∞(U) and A ∈ Ω1(U).

Proof. The proof is completely analogous to the proof of Proposition 5.9. The brackets ℓ θn now

follow from a straightforward but laborious comparison of the gauge variation and bracket of

Remark 4.16 with (5.3) and (5.4), respectively, order by order in t using (5.8), (5.14) and (5.15).

The fact that Proposition 4.6 constructs an almost Poisson gauge algebra, in the sense of Defini-

tion 4.2, then implies that the statement is a special instance of [26, Theorem 2] for the general

case of field dependent gauge transformations.
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Remark 5.17. When θ is a Poisson structure, then the tensors Π, θ(n) for n ≥ 2 and L(k) all

vanish, and the L∞-structure of Proposition 5.16 reduces to the L∞-structure of Proposition 5.9.

The brackets ℓ θ3 in Proposition 5.16 coincide exactly with the brackets defined in [11] (after

taking into account that the Jacobiator Π in [11] differs from ours by a factor 1
3). Moreover, the

brackets ℓ θn+2(f, g,A
⊗n) for n = 0, 1, 2 coincide with the brackets obtained in [40]. In particular,

the homotopy Jacobi identity J θ
3 (f, g, h) = 0 for f, g, h ∈ C∞(U) reads

Cycf,g,h {f, {g, h}θ}θ = 1
2 Π(df,dg,dh) ,

which is the familiar violation of the strict Jacobi identity for an almost Poisson bracket with

non-vanishing Jacobiator Π. However, for n > 2 the brackets θ(n)(df,dg,A⊗n) are corrected by

terms involving contributions from the Lagrangian multiplier vector fields and do not on their

own constitute the correct L∞-structure required by the gauge closure condition (4.3) at higher

orders, contrary to the conjecture of [39]. We shall consider an explicit example in Section 6

below. ⊳

5.4 P∞-algebras of exterior differential forms

Let us now discuss some potential applications of our constructions to deformation quantization.

A central problem in the formulation of noncommutative gauge theories is to find an extension

of a star-product, which quantizes an almost Poisson manifold (M,θ), to the de Rham complex

(Ω•(M),d). Even at the purely kinematical level this problem is non-trivial, as the vector

space action mentioned in Remark 3.5 does not generally make Ω1(U)[[~]] into a C∞(U)[[~]]-

bimodule. The problem can be traced back to the semi-classical limit: the differential graded

algebra Ω•(M) is not generally a Poisson algebra, even when θ is a Poisson bivector field. In the

case of symplectic manifolds, the problem of endowing Ω•(M) with the structure of a differential

graded Poisson algebra is discussed in e.g. [5, 20, 29, 49]; the general construction depends on

the choice of an almost symplectic connection or of a contravariant connection. Here we shall

present an alternative treatment based on the constructions of this paper which is more general:

it does not require the auxiliary data of a connection and works for any almost Poisson bivector

field θ.

Our main observation is that a symplectic embedding, which always exists locally, naturally

induces a P∞-structure on the de Rham complex of the underlying almost Poisson manifold. A

P∞-algebra is a graded commutative algebra A together with an L∞-structure {ℓn}∞n=1 such

that the differential ℓ1 : A → A is a derivation of degree 1 and, for each n ≥ 2 and fixed elements

a1, . . . , an−1 ∈ A , the map a 7→ ℓn(a1, . . . , an−1, a) is a derivation of degree 2−n−∑n−1
i=1 |ai|; this

is a strong homotopy version of a Poisson algebra. P∞-algebras were introduced by Cattaneo and

Felder in their approach to quantization of coisotropic submanifolds of Poisson manifolds [17].

Just as a Poisson algebra can be regarded as the semi-classical limit of an associative algebra in

deformation quantization, P∞-algebras arise as semi-classical limits of A∞-algebras.

Since a symplectic embedding (T ∗M,ω) of a generic almost Poisson structure θ similarly

involves a Lagrangian submanifold of a symplectic manifold, we can offer a homotopy algebraic

explanation for the meaning of the symplectic structure ω on T ∗M away from the zero section,

as well as a new perspective on the relation between our symplectic embeddings and the semi-

classical limit of a deformation quantization of θ. Let C be any manifold. The general result

of [17, Proposition 2.1] then constructs a P∞-structure on the graded commutative algebra
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Γ
(
C,∧•E

)
of sections of the exterior algebra of any vector bundle E → C whose total space is

a Poisson manifold.

Applying this result to E = T ∗M with a local symplectic embedding ω of the almost Poisson

structure θ, we find that the almost Poisson bracket on C∞(M) can be viewed as part of a

P∞-structure on the de Rham complex of the manifold M , induced by the Poisson structure

ω−1 on T ∗M .

Proposition 5.18. Let (T ∗M,ω) be a local symplectic embedding of an almost Poisson mani-

fold (M,θ) with Jacobiator Π, and let U ⊆ M be an open subset. Then there is a P∞-structure

{̺ θ
n}∞n=1 on the exterior algebra Ω•(U) of differential forms on U defined as follows. On gener-

ators of Ω•(U), the non-vanishing brackets are defined by

̺ θ
1 (f) = df , ̺ θ

1 (α) = dα ,

̺ θ
2 (f, g) = {f, g}θ , ̺ θ

2 (α, β) = {α, β}θ − γ(1)⊗(Dα, β) − γ(1)⊗(Dβ, α) ,

̺ θ
2 (f, α) = {f, α}θ − γ(1)(df, α) , ̺ θ

3 (f, g, α) = Π(df,dg, α) ,

̺ θ
n(α1, . . . , αn) =

(−1)n

(n− 1)!

( n∑

i=1

γ(n−1)⊗
(
Dαi, α1, . . . , α̂i, . . . , αn

)

− 2 (n − 1)
∑

i<j

θ(n−2)⊗
(
Dαi,Dαj , α1, . . . , α̂i, . . . , α̂j , . . . , αn

))
,

̺ θ
n+1(f, α1, . . . , αn) =

1

n!
γ(n)(df, α1, . . . , αn)

+
1

(n− 1)!

n∑

i=1

θ(n−1)⊗
(
df,Dαi, α1, . . . , α̂i, . . . , αn

)
,

̺ θ
n+2(f, g, α1, . . . , αn) =

(−1)n

n!
θ(n)(df,dg, α1, . . . , αn) , (5.19)

for n ≥ 2, f, g ∈ C∞(U), and α, β, α1, . . . , αn ∈ Ω1(U), where a hat indicates omission of the

corresponding entry. The brackets are then defined on higher degree forms by uniquely extending

(5.19) to linear maps ̺ θ
n : Ω•(U)⊗n → Ω•(U) as polyderivations.

Proof. Since ̺ θ
n is of degree 2−n, it vanishes on elements of degree 0 or 1 except in the cases given

in (5.19). Its structural form is merely a translation of the statement of [17, Theorem 2.2] to this

situation. That statement tells us that the components of the P∞-structure on Ω•(U) are the

Taylor series expansion coefficents, in the transverse coordinates to the zero section U ⊂ T ∗U ,

of the cosymplectic bivector field (2.24). In local coordinates where α = αi dx
i ∈ Ω1(U), and

vector fields X = Xi ∂i ∈ X(U) are regarded as fibre-linear functions Xi pi on T ∗U , these are

given by

̺ θ
n+2(f, g, α1, . . . , αn) = (−1)n α1 i1 · · ·αn in ∂̃

i1 · · · ∂̃in{π∗f, π∗g}ω−1

∣∣
p=0

,

̺ θ
n+1(f, α1, . . . , αn)(X) = α1 i1 · · ·αn in ∂̃

i1 · · · ∂̃in{π∗f,Xi pi}ω−1

∣∣
p=0

,

̺ θ
n(α1, . . . , αn)(X,Y ) = (−1)n α1 i1 · · ·αn in ∂̃

i1 · · · ∂̃in{Xi pi, Y
j pj}ω−1

∣∣
p=0

.

Substituting the series expansions (2.14) and (2.25) at t = 1, and using the Koszul formula

for the de Rham differential, after some calculation we arrive at the formulas (5.19). One can
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check directly that these brackets extend to a P∞-structure: the homotopy Jacobi identities are

equivalent to the Poisson integrability condition [ω−1, ω−1] = 0, as written in (2.8) and (2.26),

and indeed the brackets follow algebraically from a standard higher derived bracket construction

(see [17, Section 2.6]).

Example 5.20. Let M = R
d with a constant Poisson structure θ. In this case all tensors Π,

γ(n) and θ(n) for n ≥ 1 vanish in Proposition 5.18, and the only non-zero brackets are given by

̺ θ
1 (ξ) = dξ and ̺ θ

2 (ξ, ζ) = {ξ, ζ}θ ,

for all ξ, ζ ∈ Ω•(Rd). In this case we recover the well-known realization of Ω•(Rd) as a differ-

ential graded Poisson algebra. In general, however, the P∞-algebra of Proposition 5.18 involves

infinitely-many non-zero brackets on the exterior algebra of differential forms, even for Poisson

bivectors. ⊳

Remark 5.21. An L∞-algebroid is a Lie algebroid together with an L∞-structure on its

Chevalley-Eilenberg algebra whose differential is the Lie algebroid differential; it is a P∞-

algebroid if the brackets of the L∞-structure are polyderivations. Hence an equivalent way

of stating Proposition 5.18 is that a symplectic embedding makes the tangent Lie algebroid over

an almost Poisson manifold into a P∞-algebroid. In this language, Proposition 5.18 is essentially

a special case of [52, Theorem 9.4] when (M,θ) is a Poisson manifold. ⊳

Remark 5.22. Proposition 5.18 implies a new homotopy algebraic construction of a deformation

quantization of the exterior algebra Ω•(U) in the direction of a generic almost Poisson bracket.

Since M is a Lagrangian submanifold of the local symplectic embedding (T ∗M,ω), and since for

our local symplectic embeddings the cohomological obstructions of [17, Corollary 3.3] are trivial,

we may apply the result of [17, Theorem 3.2] to quantize the P∞-algebra of Proposition 5.18 to an

A∞-structure on Ω•(U)[[~]] over R[[~]], which is a deformation of the exterior product on Ω•(U)

and whose semi-classical limit induces the P∞-structure {̺ θ
n}∞n=1 in the following sense. The

alternatization of the structure maps of this A∞-algebra, which are polydifferential operators,

define an L∞-structure {̺ ⋆
n}∞n=1 on Ω•(U)[[~]]. Then ̺ θ

n = 1
~
̺ ⋆
n

∣∣
~=0

, and in this sense we may

regard the structure maps {̺ θ
n}∞n=1 as a semi-classical limit of {̺ ⋆

n}∞n=1. These considerations are

based on a version of Kontsevich’s formality theorem for the case of Lagrangian submanifolds of a

symplectic manifold. The role of homotopy algebras in nonassociative deformation quantization

of twisted Poisson structures was anticipated by [50], and the present observation makes this

precise for arbitrary almost Poisson manifolds. The details are beyond the scope of this paper

and will be explored elsewhere. ⊳

Poisson gauge algebras. In the case of a Poisson structure θ, the structure maps of Propo-

sition 5.18, truncated to degrees 0 and 1 with θ(n) = 0 for all n ≥ 1 and α = β = α1 = · · · =
αn = A for all n ≥ 1, essentially agree with those of Proposition 5.9 up to numerical factors.

This suggests that the L∞-structure of Proposition 5.9 is compatible with a graded commutative

algebra structure on V = C∞(U) ⊕ Ω1(U), such that the Poisson bracket on C∞(U) is part of

a P∞-structure on the 2-term cochain complex (V,d). This expectation turns out to be correct

and is the content of

Proposition 5.23. Let (M,θ) be a Poisson manifold and U ⊆ M an open subset. Let A =

C∞(U)⊕Ω1(U) be the graded commutative algebra with multiplication defined by truncating the
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product on the exterior algebra Ω•(U) at degree 1, that is,

f · g = f g , f ·A = f A and A · B = 0

for all f, g ∈ C∞(U) and A,B ∈ Ω1(U). Then the L∞-structure of Proposition 5.9 turns A

into a P∞-algebra.

Proof. This follows from the fact that the subalgebra of Proposition 5.18 obtained by truncation

to degrees 0 and 1, and subsequent replacement of θ with −θ, is precisely the stated L∞-structure

on A . It is also an easy direct check using the Leibniz rules for the exterior derivative d, the

Poisson bracket on C∞(U), and the Ω1(U)-valued bracket of Remark 3.5.

The significance of this observation is that it offers a natural path towards a homotopy

algebraic construction of noncommutative gauge transformations beyond the semi-classical level.

Similarly to the discussion of Remark 5.22, the P∞-algebra of Proposition 5.23 can be quantized

to an A∞-structure on A [[~]] over R[[~]] which is a deformation of the algebra structure on

A and whose semi-classical limit induces the P∞-structure {ℓ θn}∞n=1 through the alternatization

{ℓ ⋆n}∞n=1 of the structure maps of this A∞-algebra: ℓ θn = 1
~
ℓ ⋆n
∣∣
~=0

. Then the Poisson gauge

algebra is a semi-classical limit of a noncommutative gauge algebra which is organized by the

“quantum” L∞-structure {ℓ ⋆n}∞n=1, making the discussion at the beginning of Section 3 somewhat

more precise. While this is an interesting approach to the construction of noncommutative

gauge symmetries, it also lies beyond the scope of the present paper and we leave it for future

investigation.

Almost Poisson gauge algebras. The situation is much more complicated in the case of a

general almost Poisson bivector θ. Now, because of the presence of the non-vanishing brackets

ρ θ
n+2 in Proposition 5.18 involving two functions and forms of higher degree, the correspond-

ing truncation does not determine a subalgebra, as this would violate the homotopy Jacobi

identities. The difference between the L∞-structure maps of Propositions 5.16 and 5.18 (aside

from numerical factors) lies entirely in the terms involving the Lagrangian multipliers of the

almost Poisson gauge algebroid, whose inclusion restores the homotopy Jacobi identities. As

we will now show, these terms violate the derivation properties of the original P∞-algebra from

Proposition 5.18.

For this, let us study in detail the derivation properties of the brackets ℓ θn+2(f, g,A
⊗n)

and ℓ θn+1(f,A
⊗n) from Proposition 5.16 with the same graded commutative algebra A as in

Proposition 5.23. First of all, for the multiplication of gauge parameters it is clear that the

derivation properties

ℓ θn+2(f · h, g,A⊗n) = f · ℓ θn+2(h, g,A
⊗n) + ℓ θn+2(f, g,A

⊗n) · h ,

ℓ θn+1(f · h,A⊗n) = f · ℓ θn+2(h,A
⊗n) + ℓ θn+2(f,A

⊗n) · h

hold.

For the multiplication of gauge fields by gauge parameters, consider first the brackets in-

volving two gauge parameters. Since brackets with three gauge parameters vanish for degree

reasons, the desired derivation property is just C∞(U)-linearity

ℓ θn+2(f, g, h · A,A⊗n−1) = h · ℓ θn+2(f, g,A
⊗n) . (5.24)

40



This essentially means that the field dependent gauge parameter [[f, g]]θ from Proposition 4.6,

when evaluated on the argument h·A, should not depend on the derivatives of h. The potentially

problematic terms are the ones involving the Lagrangian multiplier vector fields. However, the

functions Λij(A) constructed in Corollary 4.26 satisfy

Λij(A)Ai = 0 , (5.25)

and together with Proposition 4.18 it now easily follows that

Lij
(
A, ∂(hA)

)
= Lij(A,h∂A) .

Moreover, from (4.19) the identity (5.25) also implies

Lij(A, ∂A)Ai = 0 ,

and as a consequence the terms with derivatives of h disappear from s∗hA{ΦhA(Lf ),ΦhA(Lg)}ω−1 .

It follows that all terms involving derivatives of h also disappear from [[f, g]]θ(hA) and this im-

plies (5.24). In other words, the map A 7→ ℓ θn+2(f, g, α1, . . . , αn−1, A) is a derivation, for all

n ≥ 1 and α1, . . . , αn−1 ∈ Ω1(U).

For the brackets with a single gauge parameter the desired derivation property reads

ℓ θn+1(f, h · A,A⊗n−1) = h · ℓ θn+1(f,A
⊗n) + ℓ θn+1(f, h,A

⊗n−1) · A . (5.26)

This relation is more complicated since it involves brackets of different nature and different

graded symmetry. In particular, since the bracket with two gauge parameters is skew-symmetric

in f and h, the relation (5.26) implies the consistency condition

ℓ θn+1(f, h ·A,A⊗n−1) + ℓ θn+1(h, f · A,A⊗n−1) = h · ℓ θn+1(f,A
⊗n) + f · ℓ θn+1(h,A

⊗n) . (5.27)

For n = 1 it is easy to see that the bracket ℓ θ2 from Proposition 5.16 satisfies (5.26), while for

n = 2 the relevant brackets are

ℓ θ3 (f, h,A) = Π(df,dh,A) ,

ℓ θ3 (f,A,B) = −γ(2)(df,A,B) +Π⊗(df,A,DB) +Π⊗(df,B,DA)

+ 1
2 dA

(
Π(df,B, · ), ·

)
+ 1

2 dB
(
Π(df,A, · ), ·

)
,

for f, h ∈ C∞(U) and A,B ∈ Ω1(U). One then calculates explicitly

ℓ θ3 (f, h · A,A) = −h · γ(2)(df,A,A) + h ·Π⊗(df,A,DA) +Π⊗(df,A,dh⊗A+ hDA)

+ 1
2 (dh ∧A)

(
Π(df,A, · ), ·

)
+ 1

2 h · dA
(
Π(df,A, · ), ·

)

+ 1
2 h · dA

(
Π(df,A, · ), ·

)

= h ·
(
− γ(2)(df,A,A) + 2Π⊗(df,A,DA) + dA(Π(df,A, · ), · )

)

+Π(df,A,dh) ·A+ 1
2 Π(df,A,dh) · A− 1

2 dh ·Π(df,A,A)

= h · ℓ θ3 (f,A,A)− 3
2 ℓ

θ
3 (f, h,A) ·A ,

showing that already for n = 2 the derivation property (5.26) is violated. Starting from the next

order n = 3, even the consistency condition (5.27) is violated. In the case of a Poisson structure

the higher brackets all satisfy (5.27) because of their A -linearity, but for generic almost Poisson

structures the derivation property imposes severe restrictions on the L∞-algebra. We summarise

the present discussion in
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Proposition 5.28. Let (M,θ) be an almost Poisson manifold with non-zero Jacobiator Π,

and let U ⊆ M be an open subset. Then the L∞-structure of Proposition 5.16 and the graded

commutative algebra structure of Proposition 5.23 do not combine into a compatible P∞-structure

on C∞(U)⊕ Ω1(U).

Remark 5.29. We do not solve the problem of finding a P∞-structure on the almost Poisson

gauge algebroid in this paper, but let us briefly mention some possible ways that one may

proceed.

As we have shown above, the derivation properties are violated by precisely the terms in-

volving the Lagrangian multipliers Lf , which were introduced to cancel the second term in the

commutator of two gauge transformations in (4.5). Instead of including Lf , one could try to

cure the problem by identifying this term as the contribution from a non-zero homogeneous

subspace V2 in degree 2. This would lead to a 3-term L∞-algebra, which is likely a P∞-algebra

under a suitable extension of the truncated exterior product on C∞(U) ⊕ Ω1(U). However,

the gauge theory interpretation of the space V2 is not clear, and this appears to be a general

feature of physical systems based on almost Poisson algebras: to maintain all desirable features

one inevitably needs to introduce some auxiliary (unphysical) degrees of freedom, such that the

elimination of these auxiliary variables comes at the price of losing some of the desired proper-

ties (see [43] for an example of this). In the present situation, we lose the Leibniz rule for the

L∞-structure, but still retain a well-defined gauge algebra.

Another possibility would be to work instead with a curved L∞-algebra. A curving of an L∞-

structure {ℓn}∞n=1 on a graded vector space V is an additional map ℓ0 of degree 2 from the ground

field into V , which intertwines with the higher brackets through the homotopy Jacobi identities

extended to {ℓn}∞n=0; then ℓ1 is no longer a differential and one loses the underlying cochain

complex. In our situation, it may be possible to redefine the brackets ℓ θn (via an L∞-quasi-

isomorphism) to absorb the violation of the Leibniz rule, which may then violate the standard

L∞-relations, but may instead form a curved L∞-algebra. However, a curved L∞-algebra also

necessarily contains a non-zero homogeneous subspace V2 in degree 2, whose meaning at the

purely kinematic level of gauge symmetries is not clear.

Finally, one could work with a weaker notion of P∞-structure, where the graded commutative

product is also replaced by a sequence of higher products such that the commutativity of the

product and the Leibniz rule hold only up to homotopy. It would be interesting to explore all of

these modifications of the L∞-structure exhibited in Proposition 5.16 in order to fully elucidate

the structure of the almost Poisson gauge algebroid, and its extension to noncommutative and

nonassociative gauge transformations. ⊳

Remark 5.30. Our constructions of P∞-structures above differ in several ways from the treat-

ments of [11, Section 4.3] and [41, Section 4], where an L∞-structure on the de Rham complex,

truncated at degree 2, was constructed for generic almost Poisson structures.

Firstly, the L∞-structure of Proposition 5.18 differs for brackets involving forms of degree

higher than one: for example, the 2-bracket of E ∈ Ω2(U) and f ∈ C∞(U) is simply the almost

Poisson bracket in [11,41], while in our case the 2-bracket is

̺ θ
2 (f,E) = {f,E}θ − 2 γ(1)⊗(df,E) .

On the one hand the brackets of [11,41] do not define a P∞-structure, while on the other hand

the brackets of Proposition 5.18 are not designed to close an arbitrary gauge algebra. For a
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Poisson bivector θ, the P∞-algebra of Proposition 5.18 contains the Poisson gauge algebra of

Proposition 5.9, and following the standard L∞-algebra formulation of field theories [33, 34],

it also contains the higher degree spaces needed to formulate the dynamics of a particular

Poisson gauge theory. For an almost Poisson structure, one can use the P∞-algebra in this

way to formulate a gauge algebra without the need of Lagrangian multipliers, at the price of

obtaining a closure condition that involves the field equations in addition to the field dependent

gauge transformations [33,34]. For example, in d = 3 dimensions the brackets appear to define

an almost Poisson Chern-Simons theory which is different from that of [11, 41]; it would be

interesting to further develop this field theory, which in our symplectic embedding approach can

be written down concisely and explicitly to all orders using the brackets (5.19).

Secondly, an A∞-structure on A [[~]] is sketched in [11, Appendix B], where the first few

multiplication maps are deduced up to order ~2. However, this structure is different from what

is proposed above, as in their case the classical limit reduces the A∞-algebra to the differential

graded commutative algebra (A ,d), whereas here we propose that the classical limit should

simply be the algebra A without further structure. In other words, even the differential of

the A∞-structure should be considered as part of the deformation quantization of the graded

commutative algebra A . ⊳

5.5 Comparison with the L∞-bootstrap

According to the prescription of the L∞-bootstrap approach to constructing almost Poisson

gauge algebroids [11], one starts with the natural structure maps

ℓ1(f) = df and ℓ2(f, g) = −{f, g}θ ,

and attempts to construct the rest of the L∞-structure by consistently solving the homotopy

Jacobi identities order by order. Let us briefly comment on the benefits of our approach to de-

formations of gauge transformations, based on symplectic embeddings, over the approach based

on the L∞-bootstrap, which was used in [40] to propose recursion relations for the construction

of the gauge L∞-algebras:

• In the L∞-bootstrap approach, one can define contributions to the gauge transformations

order by order in the formal deformation parameter t. Symplectic embeddings are more

appropriate for computing explicit all orders expressions, which are sometimes asymptotic

expansions of analytic functions known in closed form. We will illustrate this in several

examples in Section 6 below.

• Following the method proposed in [40], one can recursively construct the brackets of the

form ℓn+1(f, ℓ1(g), ℓ1(h), . . . ) from previously defined brackets at lower orders. In the case

of Poisson deformations of gauge theories, there is no problem in restoring ℓn+1(f,A
⊗n)

from the given brackets ℓn+1(f, ℓ1(g), ℓ1(h), . . . ). However, in the case of almost Poisson

deformations the situation is much more complicated, as the passage from the brackets

ℓn+1(f, ℓ1(g), ℓ1(h), . . . ) to ℓn+1(f,A
⊗n) is extremely non-trivial. This problem is circum-

vented when working with symplectic embeddings.

• From purely technical and calculational standpoints, the approach of this paper based

on symplectic embeddings is significantly simpler then the bootstrap approach proposed

in [40].
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• The L∞-bootstrap approach describes a linearization of the complete A∞-structure of non-

commutative gauge variations, which loses part of the information required to completely

determine the semi-classical limit of the full noncommutative gauge transformations. The

missing information is a derivation property, which requires a P∞-algebra to describe the

semi-classical limit, and this is naturally captured by our symplectic embedding construc-

tion.

6 Examples

In previous sections we already looked at the two simplest examples of Poisson bivector fields:

the case of a manifold M with the trivial Poisson structure θ0 = 0, for which the symplectic

embedding is given by the associated symplectic groupoid (T ∗M,ω0) for M , and M = R
d

with a constant Poisson structure θ(x) = θ, whose symplectic embedding is given by the strict

deformation of the cotangent bundle T ∗
R
d with symplectic form ω = ω0+t θ∗; the corresponding

Poisson gauge transformations were described in Example 3.6 and the associated L∞-structure

on the gauge algebroid in Example 5.10. The purpose of this final section is to extend these

basic examples to some more complicated examples, and in particular to consider an example of

an almost Poisson structure. These cases will generally involve symplectic embeddings of (M,θ)

given by a formal deformation of the cotangent bundle of M , while the (almost) Poisson gauge

algebroid is correspondingly described by an L∞-algebra which in general is no longer simply a

differential graded Lie algebra and involves infinitely many brackets.

6.1 Linear Poisson structures

We consider first a large class of Poisson structures whereby the symplectic embedding can

be described as a strict deformation of (T ∗M,ω0). Let g be a Lie algebra of dimension d with

structure constants in a given basis denoted by f ij
k . On M = R

d we can define the linear Poisson

bivector field [1]

θij(x) = f ij
k xk , (6.1)

which, by regarding R
d as the dual of the Lie algebra g, is the Kirillov-Kostant Poisson structure

on g∗. In this case the function Σ(p, p′, x) in (2.29) is a generating function for the Dynkin series

for the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula for the Lie algebra g = (Rd)∗; if G is any Lie group

whose Lie algebra is g, then an integrating symplectic groupoid is T ∗G ≃ G ⋉ g∗, regarded as

the action groupoid with respect to the coadjoint action, see e.g. [16]. Using the polydifferential

representation constructed in [25, 28, 46] one finds, in the notation of Section 2.2, that a local

symplectic embedding of the Poisson structure (6.1) can be written as

γij(p) =

∞∑

n=1

tn−1Bn

n!
f ij1
k1

fk1j2
k2

· · · fkn−1jn
j pj1 · · · pjn , (6.2)

where Bn are the Bernoulli numbers (Bn = −1
2 ,

1
6 , 0,− 1

30 , 0, . . . for n = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, . . . ).

Suppose that the structure constants of g are chosen such that the d×d matrix M, with

elements Mi
l(p) := f ij1

k fkj2
l pj1 pj2 , is diagonalizable for all transverse coordinates p. Follow-

ing [46], one may then construct an analytic function γij(p) whose Taylor expansion around
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t = 0 coincides with the asymptotic series (6.2). For this, we observe that (6.2) can be rewritten

as

γij(p) = −1
2 f

il
j pl +

1
t X

(
− t2M/2

)i
j
, (6.3)

where X (M)ij is the matrix-valued function with

X (u) =
√

u
2 cot

√
u
2 − 1 =

∞∑

n=1

(−2)n B2n u
n

(2n)!
,

and the power series converges for u ∈ C with |u| < 1
2 . Since M is diagonalizable, there exists a

non-degenerate d×d matrix S such that

M = SDS−1 ,

where D is the diagonal matrix whose entries are the eigenvalues λ1(p), . . . , λd(p) of M on the

diagonal. Thus (6.3) becomes

γij(p) = −1
2 f

il
j pl +

1
t

[
SX

(
− t2D/2

)
S−1

]i
j
,

where

X (D) =



X (λ1)

. . .

X (λd)


 .

Let us now consider two particular examples.

Example 6.4. Let g = su(2) with the Lie-Poisson structure

θij(x) = 2 εijk x
k

on su(2)∗ = R
3, where εijk is the Levi-Civita symbol in three dimensions, and we used the

standard Euclidean inner product on R
3 to raise and lower indices: εijk := εijl δlk; the factor

of 2 is just for convenience. In this case the generalized Bopp shift (2.30) is given by [46]

πθ(x, p)
i = xi − t εijk pj x

k + t2 χ
(
t2 |p|2

) (
xi |p|2 − pi pj x

j
)
,

from which one calculates

γij(p) = −εj
ik pk + t χ

(
t2 |p|2

) (
|p|2 δij − pj p

i
)
,

where

χ(u) = 1
u

(√
u cot

√
u− 1

)
with χ(0) = −1

3 ,

and |p|2 := δij pi pj.

According to (3.9), the corresponding deformation of abelian gauge transformations yields

the Poisson gauge transformations [40]

δθfA = df + t x · (∇A×∇f) + t A×∇f + t2 χ
(
t2 |A|2

) (
|A|2 df − (A · ∇f)A

)
,

where A×∇f := ∗(A∧df), with ∗ the Hodge duality operator on the Euclidean vector space R3,

while |A|2 := δij AiAj and A · ∇f := δij Ai ∂jf ; we also abbreviated {A, f}θ =: x · (∇A×∇f)
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at x ∈ R
3. This may be verified directly to close the Poisson gauge algebra (3.4) and to have

the correct deformation property (3.3). It encodes the gauge symmetry of rotationally invariant

Poisson gauge theories, which by Proposition 5.9 is generated by the action of the P∞-algebra

with infinitely many non-vanishing brackets in coincident gauge field entries given by

ℓ θ1 (f) = df ,

ℓ θ2 (f, g) = −x · (∇f ×∇g) ,

ℓ θ2 (f,A) = x · (∇A×∇f) +A×∇f ,

ℓ θ2n+1

(
f,A⊗2n

)
= B2n

(
|A|2

)n−1 (|A|2 df − (A · ∇f)A
)
,

for n ≥ 1. ⊳

Example 6.5. Let g be the d-dimensional κ-Minkowski algebra which yields the Kirillov-

Kostant structure

θija (x) = 2
(
ai xj − aj xi

)
,

parameterized by a fixed constant vector (ai) ∈ R
d. For this Poisson structure one finds [47]

γij(p) =
(
1
t

√
1 + t2 〈a, p〉2 − 1

t + 〈a, p〉
)
δij − ai pj ,

where 〈a, p〉 := ai pi is the usual pairing between R
d = g∗ and g. The corresponding deformation

of abelian gauge transformations becomes the Poisson gauge transformations

δθaf A =
(√

1 + t2 (ιaA)2 + t ιaA
)
df + t {A, f}θa − t (ιadf)A ,

where ιa denotes interior multiplication with the constant vector field ai ∂i on R
d. By expanding

the square root in its Taylor series around t = 0 using the binomial series

√
1 + u2 = 1−

∞∑

n=1

2

n

(
2n− 2

n− 1

)(
− u2

4

)n
,

we can calculate the non-zero coincident gauge field brackets of the corresponding P∞-algebra

from Proposition 5.9 to get

ℓ θa1 (f) = df ,

ℓ θa2 (f, g) = −{f, g}θa ,

ℓ θa2 (f,A) = {A, f}θa + ιa(A ∧ df) ,

ℓ θa2n+1

(
f,A⊗2n

)
= − 1

22n−1

(2n − 2)! (2n)!

(n− 1)!n!
(ιaA)

2n df ,

for n ≥ 1. ⊳

6.2 Poisson families

We will now show that a rather large class of non-linear Poisson structures on M = R
2 admit

symplectic embeddings that yield Poisson gauge algebras whose homotopy algebraic structures

are given by differential graded Poisson algebras, though in a different form than what we have
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encountered thus far in this paper. The basic idea is to start from the outset with smooth

families of bivectors θt ∈ X2(R2), parameterized smoothly by t ∈ [0, 1]. Any such bivector

defines a family of Poisson structures on R
2 by dimensional reasons and can be written as

θijt (x) = ϑt(x) ε
ij , (6.6)

where εij is the Levi-Civita symbol in two dimensions. We assume that the smooth functions

ϑt(x) satisfy two properties:

(a) ϑt(x) 6= 0 for all x ∈ R
2 and t ∈ [0, 1]; and

(b) ϑ0(x) = 1 for all x ∈ R
2.

From this we can construct a symplectic embedding of (R2, θt) by finding a one-form b =

bi(x) dx
i on R

2 whose components solve the first order differential equation

1 + t εij ∂ibj =
1

ϑt(x)
, (6.7)

together with the Jacobian equation

det(∂ibj) = 0 . (6.8)

For given ϑt(x) the solution of (6.7) and (6.8) was constructed in [27], where a first order classical

mechanics on the cotangent bundle of R2 was proposed whose canonical quantization gives a

quantization of Poisson algebras with non-constant bivectors. The action functional of this

one-dimensional topological sigma-model is given by

S(X,P ) =

∫

R

〈P,dX〉 + t

2
(P +X∗b) ∧ d(P +X∗b) ,

where (X,P ) : R → T ∗
R
2 = R

2 × (R2)∗ are (suitably supported) smooth maps, with 〈 · , · 〉 the
pairing between (R2)∗ and R

2. Hamiltonian reduction of the phase space of this sigma-model

by its rank 2 second class constraints defines Dirac brackets which, in our language, yield a

symplectic embedding of the family (6.6) with cosymplectic structure

ω−1
t = t

2 ϑt(x) ε
ij ∂i ∧ ∂j +

1
2 γt

i
j(x)

(
∂i ∧ ∂̃j + ∂̃j ∧ ∂i

)
, (6.9)

where

γt
i
j(x) = ϑt(x)

(
δij − t εik ∂kbj(x)

)
, (6.10)

and the Jacobian condition (6.8) ensures the Lagrangian section condition. By condition (a)

above this is indeed non-degenerate for all t ∈ [0, 1], and by condition (b) it coincides with the

canonical cosymplectic structure on T ∗
R
2 at t = 0. In particular, it defines a strict deformation

of the cotangent symplectic groupoid (T ∗
R
2, ω0) for R

2.

The important new feature here, compared to our previous formulation in (2.13), is that the

matrix (6.10) does not depend on the transverse coordinates p. Regarding it as a (1, 1)-tensor

field on R
2, according to (3.8) the deformation of abelian gauge transformations by the Poisson

family (6.6) is given by the Poisson gauge transformations

δθtf A = γt(df, · ) + t {A, f}θt . (6.11)

The L∞-algebra formulation of these gauge symmetries has the remarkable property given by
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Proposition 6.12. The Poisson gauge transformations (6.11) are generated by the action of the

family of differential graded Poisson algebras on C∞(R2)⊕Ω1(R2) with non-vanishing brackets

ℓ θt1 (f) = γt(df, · ) , ℓ θt2 (f, g) = −{f, g}θt and ℓ θt2 (f,A) = {A, f}θt ,

for f, g ∈ C∞(R2) and A ∈ Ω1(R2).

Proof. This is a simple consequence of the fact that the components of the Poisson bivector

(6.9) do not depend on p, the Jacobi identities for the Poisson brackets, and the Lagrangian

zero section condition {pi, pj}ω−1
t

= 0. In coordinates

ℓ θt1 (f) = {f, pi}ω−1
t

dxi ,

and the differential condition
(
ℓ θt1

)2
= 0 follows from the Jacobi identity for the Poisson bracket

{ · , · }ω−1
t

along with {pi, pj}ω−1
t

= 0. Similarly, the derivation property

ℓ θt1 {f, g}θt =
{
ℓ θt1 (f), g

}
θt
+

{
f, ℓ θt1 (g)

}
θt

holds as a consequence of the Jacobi identity for the bracket { · , · }ω−1
t
. The homotopy Jacobi

identity J3 = 0 is simply the graded Jacobi identity for the Lie bracket { · , · }θt , and the

derivation properties of the brackets are clear.

Remark 6.13. Proposition 6.12 implies that there is no need to introduce higher brackets in the

L∞-structure on the gauge algebra in this case, provided that one “twists” the differential, which

in our previous treatments always coincided with the exterior derivative d, in such a way that the

new differential is a derivation of the Poisson algebra corresponding to (6.6). This generalizes

Example 5.10 for constant Poisson structures, recovered here in the case that ϑt(x) = 1 for all

x ∈ R
2 and t ∈ [0, 1], for which b = 0. The “twisting” here is captured automatically by the

symplectic embedding approach to the deformation of gauge transformations that we developed

in the present paper. ⊳

Example 6.14. Consider the family of rotationally symmetric Poisson structures (6.6) with

ϑt(x) =
1

1 + t |x|2 ,

where | · | is the standard Euclidean norm. In this case, one finds

bi(x) = −1
4 |x|

2 εij x
j

as a solution to (6.7) and (6.8). The twisted differential from Proposition 6.12 then has compo-

nents

ℓ θt1 (f)i =
1

1 + t |x|2
((

1 + t
4 |x|2

)
∂if + t

2 εik x
k xl εl

j ∂jf
)
,

for i = 1, 2. ⊳
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6.3 Magnetic Poisson structures

Let M = T ∗Q be the cotangent bundle of a d-dimensional manifold Q, with bundle projection

̟ : M → Q. The manifold M is a symplectic manifold with canonical symplectic two-form

which we denote by σ0. We write local coordinates on M as (xi) = (qa, q∗a), with a = 1, . . . , d

and i = 1, . . . , 2d, where (qa) are local coordinates on Q and (q∗a) are canonically conjugate

coordinates in the normal directions to the zero section Q ⊂ M . We denote the corresponding

derivatives by (∂i) = (∂a, ∂
a
∗ ), where ∂a = ∂/∂qa and ∂a

∗ = ∂/∂q∗a.

Let B ∈ Ω2(Q) be an arbitrary two-form on the base manifold Q. Its pullback to M deforms

the symplectic structure σ0 to an almost symplectic form

σB = σ0 −̟∗B

which is closed if and only if B is a closed two-form on Q. The inverse θB = σ−1
B is an H-twisted

Poisson structure on M , with twisting three-form H ∈ Ω3(M) given by

H = ̟∗dB .

The bivector θB defines a magnetic Poisson structure on M ; the terminology comes from

monopole physics where the two-form B plays the role of a magnetic field. In local coordi-

nates, where B = 1
2 Bab(q) dq

a ∧ dqb and H = 1
3! Habc(q) dq

a ∧ dqb ∧ dqc, the bivector θB reads

θB = 1
2 (∂a ∧ ∂a

∗ + ∂a
∗ ∧ ∂a) +

1
2 Bab(q) ∂

a
∗ ∧ ∂b

∗ ,

and the Jacobiator

ΠB = [θB , θB] =
1
3! Habc(q) ∂

a
∗ ∧ ∂b

∗ ∧ ∂c
∗

has non-vanishing components only in the normal directions to the zero section Q ⊂ M .

Deformation quantization of such twisted Poisson manifolds was originally considered in [50]

using Kontsevich’s formalism. Their higher geometric quantization was developed in [13] by

regarding the three-form H as the curvature of a trivial gerbe on M , and the extension to

non-trivial gerbes is discussed in [14]; see [61] for a review of the different perspectives to quan-

tization of magnetic Poisson structures. In the language of Remark 2.28, the almost cosym-

plectic structure σ−1
B is equivalent to the canonical cosymplectic structure σ−1

0 by means of a

B-transformation, which leads to many simplifications in its symplectic embedding construction:

many components of the tensors γ(n) and θ(n) of the symplectic embedding vanish as various

combinations of derivatives acting on the components of θB and ΠB, which are functions on the

base manifold Q, are identically zero; in particular Π ijk
B ∂kθ

lm
B = 0, see e.g. [42].

Linear magnetic Poisson structures. We specialise now to Q = R
d with the linear mag-

netic Poisson structure defined by the two-form

Bab(q) =
1
2 Habc q

a ,

whereH is a constant three-form on R
d. This is the twisted Poisson analog of a constant Poisson

structure: In this case the components of the Jacobiator ΠB are constant and the generalized

Bopp shift (2.30) reads

πθB (x, p)
i = xi − t

2 θ
ij
B(x) pj ,
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so γ(n) = 0 and θ(n) = 0 for all n ≥ 2 [43]. We denote the fibre coordinates of T ∗M by

(pi) = (ξa, ξ
a
∗ ). In the notation of Sections 2.2 and 2.4, the non-zero components of the symplectic

embedding are then given by

γab(ξ∗) = −1
2 Habc ξ

c
∗ , θ a

b = −θ b
a = δab and θ ab(q, ξ∗) = Habc (q

c − t ξc∗) .

For the corresponding deformation of abelian gauge transformations, we note that the tensors

Υ (n) determined from Corollary 4.26 also vanish for all n ≥ 2, so that in this case Λij(A) =

−1
2 Π

ijk
B Ak. This depends only on the transverse components of the gauge fields A ∈ Ω1(M) to

the zero section Q ⊂ M , so we decompose gauge fields as

A = Ai(x) dx
i = αa(q, q

∗) dqa + αa
∗(q, q

∗) dq∗a (6.15)

and obtain explicitly

Λab(α∗) = −1
2 Habc α

c
∗

as the only non-zero components of Λij(A). The Lagrangian multipliers Lf are constructed

from Proposition 4.18 as formal power series which are now given explicitly to all orders by the

constant Jacobiator ΠB on M . We can write them in terms of an analytic function on the jet

space J1T ∗M whose Taylor series around t = 0 coincides with the asymptotic series (4.19). For

this, we introduce the 2d×2d matrix M with elements

Ma
b (α∗, ∂∗α∗) = −Hbce α

c
∗ ∂

a
∗α

e
∗

and observe that the non-vanishing components in (4.19) can be rewritten as

Lab(α∗, ∂∗α∗) = −1

2
Hace α

e
∗

∞∑

n=0

( t2
2

)n (
Mn

)c
b
= −1

2
Hace α

e
∗

[(
1− t2

2 M
)−1]c

b
. (6.16)

The Lagrangian multipliers

Lf = Lf a ∂
a
∗ with Lf a = t2 Lab(α∗, ∂∗α∗) ∂

b
∗f

are then transverse to Q ⊂ M , depend only on the transverse components of the gauge fields

and their normal derivatives, and are determined entirely by the normal derivatives of gauge

parameters f ∈ C∞(M).

From Remark 4.16, the corresponding deformation of abelian gauge transformations is given

by the almost Poisson gauge transformations

δθBf A = δθBf αa dq
a + δθBf αa

∗ dq
∗
a ,

where

δθBf αa = ∂af + t {αa, f}θB + t
2 Habc α

c
∗ ∂

b
∗f + t2 Hbce α

c
∗ ∂

e
∗f ∂b

∗αa

+ t2

2 Hbln α
n
∗ ∂

k
∗f

[(
1− t2

2 M
)−1]l

k

(
∂aα

b
∗ − ∂b

∗αa +
t
2 Hace α

e
∗ ∂

c
∗α

b
∗ + t {αa, α

b
∗}θB

+ t2Hcem αm
∗ ∂c

∗α
b
∗ ∂

e
∗αa

)
,

δθBf αa
∗ = ∂a

∗f + t {αa
∗, f}θB + t2 Hbce α

c
∗ ∂

e
∗f ∂b

∗α
a
∗

+ t2

2 Hbln α
n
∗ ∂

k
∗f

[(
1− t2

2 M
)−1]l

k

(
∂a
∗α

b
∗ − ∂b

∗α
a
∗ + t {αa

∗, α
b
∗}θB

+ t2Hcem αm
∗ ∂c

∗α
b
∗ ∂

e
∗α

a
∗

)
. (6.17)
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These satisfy the almost Poisson gauge algebra (4.3) with the field dependent gauge parameter

[[f, g]]θB (α∗) = {f, g}θB − tHabc α
c
∗ ∂

a
∗f ∂b

∗g

− t3

4 HbsnHcrm αn
∗ α

m
∗ ∂k

∗f ∂p
∗g

[(
1− t2

2 M
)−1]s

k

[(
1− t2

2 M
)−1]r

p
(6.18)

×
(
∂b
∗α

c
∗ − ∂c

∗α
b
∗ + t {αb

∗, α
c
∗}θB − t2 Hael α

l
∗ ∂

a
∗α

b
∗ ∂

e
∗α

c
∗

)
.

Notice that, apart from the terms involving the almost Poisson brackets { · , · }θB , the gauge

variations of the transverse components αa
∗ in (6.17) as well as the brackets (6.18) are determined

completely by normal components to the embedding Q ⊂ M .

The L∞-algebra of these almost Poisson gauge symmetries is given by Proposition 5.16,

with infinitely many non-vanishing brackets which in this example greatly simplify due to the

vanishing of most tensors in the symplectic embedding and in the Lagrangian multipliers. They

can be read off directly from (6.17) and (6.18) by reinstating the formal power series expansion

(6.16). For the coincident gauge field brackets involving a single gauge parameter, we use the

decomposition (6.15) to similarly write ℓ θBn+1

(
f,A⊗n

)
∈ Ω1(M) in component form

ℓ θBn+1

(
f,A⊗n

)
= λθB

n+1

(
f,A⊗n

)
a
dqa + λθB

n+1

(
f, α⊗n

∗

)a
∗
dq∗a ,

where

λθB
1 (f)a = ∂af ,

λθB
2 (f,A)a = {αa, f}θB + 1

2 Habc α
c
∗ ∂

b
∗f ,

λθB
3

(
f,A⊗2

)
a
= Hblk α

l
∗ ∂

k
∗f

(
∂aα

b
∗ − 3 ∂b

∗αa

)
,

λθB
4

(
f,A⊗3

)
a
= 3Hblk α

l
∗ ∂

k
∗f

(
{αa, α

b
∗}θB + 1

2 Hace α
e
∗ ∂

c
∗α

b
∗

)
,

λθB
2n−1

(
f,A⊗2n−2

)
a
= −(2n− 2)!

2n−1
HblmHkb1c1 Ha1b2c2 · · ·Han−3bn−2cn−2 α

m
∗ αb1

∗ · · ·αbn−2
∗ ∂k

∗f

× ∂a1
∗ αc1

∗ · · · ∂an−3
∗ α

cn−3
∗ ∂l

∗α
cn−2
∗

(
∂aα

b
∗ − 3 ∂b

∗αa

)
,

λθB
2n

(
f,A⊗2n−1

)
a
= −(2n− 1)!

2n−1
HblmHkb1c1 Ha1b2c2 · · ·Han−3bn−2cn−2 α

m
∗ αb1

∗ · · ·αbn−2
∗ ∂k

∗f

× ∂a1
∗ αc1

∗ · · · ∂an−3
∗ α

cn−3
∗ ∂l

∗α
cn−2
∗

(
{αa, α

b
∗}θB + 1

2 Hace α
e
∗ ∂

c
∗α

b
∗

)
,

and

λθB
1 (f)a∗ = ∂a

∗f ,

λθB
2 (f, α∗)

a
∗ = {αa

∗, f}θB ,

λθB
3

(
f, α⊗2

∗

)a
∗
= Hblk α

l
∗ ∂

k
∗f

(
∂a
∗α

b
∗ − 3 ∂b

∗α
a
∗

)
,

λθB
4

(
f, α⊗3

∗

)a
∗
= 3Hblk α

l
∗ ∂

k
∗f {αa

∗, α
b
∗}θB , (6.19)

λθB
2n−1

(
f, α⊗2n−2

∗

)a
∗
= −(2n− 2)!

2n−1
HblmHkb1c1 Ha1b2c2 · · ·Han−3bn−2cn−2 α

m
∗ αb1

∗ · · ·αbn−2
∗ ∂k

∗f

× ∂a1
∗ αc1

∗ · · · ∂an−3
∗ α

cn−3
∗ ∂l

∗α
cn−2
∗

(
∂a
∗α

b
∗ − 3 ∂b

∗α
a
∗

)
,

λθB
2n

(
f, α⊗2n−1

∗

)a
∗
= −(2n− 1)!

2n−1
HblmHkb1c1 Ha1b2c2 · · ·Han−3bn−2cn−2 α

m
∗ αb1

∗ · · ·αbn−2
∗ ∂k

∗f

× ∂a1
∗ αc1

∗ · · · ∂an−3
∗ α

cn−3
∗ ∂l

∗α
cn−2
∗ {αa

∗, α
b
∗}θB ,

51



for n ≥ 3. For the coincident gauge field brackets involving two gauge parameters, after some

further tedious calculation and simplification we obtain for the first few brackets

ℓ θB2 (f, g) = −{f, g}θB ,

ℓ θB3 (f, g, α∗) = Habc α
c
∗ ∂

a
∗f ∂b

∗g ,

ℓ θB4
(
f, g, α⊗2

∗

)
= 0 ,

ℓ θB5
(
f, g, α⊗3

∗

)
= −3

2 HbkeHcpm αe
∗ α

m
∗ ∂k

∗f ∂p
∗g

(
∂b
∗α

c
∗ − ∂c

∗α
b
∗

)
,

ℓ θB6
(
f, g, α⊗4

∗

)
= −6HbkeHcpm αe

∗ α
m
∗ ∂k

∗f ∂p
∗g {αb

∗, α
c
∗}θB ,

ℓ θB7
(
f, g, α⊗5

∗

)
= −30HbkeHcpmHarl α

e
∗ α

m
∗ ∂k

∗f ∂p
∗g

×
(
∂a
∗α

b
∗ ∂

r
∗α

c
∗ +

1
2 ∂

b
∗α

a
∗ ∂

r
∗α

c
∗ +

1
2 ∂

a
∗α

b
∗ ∂

c
∗α

r
∗

)
, (6.20)

together with the higher order brackets

ℓ θB2n
(
f, g, α⊗2n−2

∗

)
=

(2n − 2)!

2n−1
HbseHcrm αe

∗ α
m
∗ αb1

∗ · · ·αbn−3
∗ ∂k

∗f ∂p
∗g {αb

∗, α
c
∗}θB

×
(
Ha1b2c2 · · ·Han−4bn−3cn−3 ∂

a1
∗ αc1

∗ · · · ∂an−4
∗ α

cn−4
∗

×
(
δsk Hpb1c1 ∂

r
∗α

cn−3
∗ + δrp Hkb1c1 ∂

s
∗α

cn−3
∗

)

+

n−4∑

l=1

Hkb1c2 Ha1b2c2 · · ·Hal−1blcl

× Hpbl+1cl+1
Hal+1bl+2cl+2

· · ·Han−4bn−3cn−3

× ∂a1
∗ αc1

∗ · · · ∂al−1
∗ α

cl−1
∗ ∂s

∗α
cl
∗

× ∂
al+1
∗ α

cl+1
∗ · · · ∂an−4

∗ α
cn−4
∗ ∂r

∗α
cn−3
∗

)
, (6.21)

and

ℓ θB2n+1

(
f, g, α⊗2n−1

∗

)
= −(2n − 1)!

2n−1
HbseHcrm αe

∗ α
m
∗ αb1

∗ · · ·αbn−2
∗ ∂k

∗f ∂l
∗g

×
(
Ha1b2c2 · · ·Han−4bn−3cn−3 ∂

a1
∗ αc1

∗ · · · ∂an−4
∗ α

cn−4
∗

×
(1
2
Han−3bn−2cn−2 ∂

an−3
∗ α

cn−3
∗

(
∂b
∗α

c
∗ − ∂c

∗α
b
∗

)

×
(
δsk Hpb1c1 ∂

r
∗α

cn−2
∗ + δrp Hkb1c1 ∂

s
∗α

cn−2
∗

)

+Halbn−2 ∂
a
∗α

b
∗ ∂

l
∗α

c
∗

(
δsk Hpb1c1 ∂

r
∗α

cn−3
∗ + δrp Hkb1c1 ∂

s
∗α

cn−3
∗

))

+
(1
2
Han−3bn−2cn−2 ∂

an−3
∗ α

cn−3
∗ ∂r

∗α
cn−2
∗

(
∂b
∗α

c
∗ − ∂c

∗α
b
∗

)

+Halbn−2 ∂
a
∗α

b
∗ ∂

l
∗α

c
∗ ∂

r
∗α

cn−3
∗

)

×
n−4∑

l=1

Hkb1c1 Ha1b2c2 · · ·Hal−1blcl

× Hpbl+1cl+1
Hal+1bl+2cl+2

· · ·Han−4bn−3cn−3

× ∂a1
∗ αc1

∗ · · · ∂al−1
∗ α

cl−1
∗ ∂s

∗α
cl
∗ ∂

al+1
∗ α

cl+1
∗ · · · ∂an−4

∗ α
cn−4
∗

+
1

2
Hkb1c1 Ha1b2c2 · · ·Han−4bn−3cn−3 Hpbn−2cn−2

× ∂a1
∗ αc1

∗ · · · ∂an−4
∗ α

an−4cn−4
∗ ∂s

∗α
cn−3
∗ ∂r

∗α
cn−2
∗

)
, (6.22)
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for n ≥ 4.

Remark 6.23. The forms of the transverse gauge transformations in (6.17) and the brackets

(6.18), as well as their corresponding L∞-structures (6.19) and (6.20)–(6.22), suggest a natural

truncation of almost Poisson gauge transformations in this case to gauge parameters and gauge

fields along the normal directions to the zero section Q ⊂ M . Let Q∗ be the submanifold defined

by the equations qa = 0 in M . Given f, g ∈ C∞(Q∗) and α∗ ∈ Ω1(Q∗), the pullbacks δθBf α∗

∣∣
Q∗

and [[f, g]]θB (α∗)
∣∣
Q∗

eliminate only the terms involving almost Poisson brackets { · , · }θB , leav-
ing a non-trivial dependence on the three-form H which deforms the standard abelian gauge

transformations on the manifold Q∗. In [3] it was shown that this pullback operation turns the

nonassociative star-product on C∞(M)[[~]], which quantizes the twisted Poisson structure θB,

into a sequence of ‘triproducts’ on C∞(Q∗)[[~]], which quantizes the trivector ΠB ∈ X3(Q∗) that

for d = 3 defines a Nambu-Poisson structure (of degree 3) on Q∗ = R
3. This pullback operation

can thus be thought of as defining a ‘Nambu-Poisson gauge symmetry’ which ought to be re-

lated to a 3-Lie algebra (or equivalently a related Lie 2-algebra) action on Ω1(Q∗). Indeed, the

pullback of the L∞-structure to Q∗ does not involve any 2-brackets, as ℓ θB2 (f, α∗)
∣∣
Q∗

= 0 and

ℓ θB2 (f, g)
∣∣
Q∗

= 0, and should be regarded as the homotopy algebra action underlying this higher

Lie algebra gauge symmetry. It would be interesting to work out the details and understand the

underlying structures better. ⊳

A Cosymplectic brackets on the constraint locus

Let (T ∗M,ω) be a local symplectic embedding of an almost Poisson manifold (M,θ), let U ⊆ M

be an open subset, and let λ0 = pi dx
i be the Liouville one-form on T ∗U . Let f, g, h ∈ C∞(U)

and A ∈ Ω1(U). In this appendix we derive some useful identities for the cosymplectic brackets

on the constraint locus im(sA) ⊂ T ∗U , where ΦA = (pi − Ai(x)) dx
i = 0, which we use in the

main text.

We will need the relation

s∗A{π∗f, {π∗g, λ0}ω−1}ω−1 − s∗A{π∗f, π∗s∗A{π∗g, λ0}ω−1}ω−1

= t s∗A{π∗f, γ(π∗dg, · )}ω−1 − t s∗A{π∗f, π∗s∗Aγ(dg, · )}ω−1

= s∗A
(
∂̃i{π∗g, λ0}ω−1

) (
s∗A{π∗f, pi}ω−1 − s∗A{π∗f, π∗Ai}ω−1

)

= s∗A
(
∂̃i{π∗g, λ0}ω−1

)
s∗A{π∗f, (ΦA)i}ω−1 . (A.1)

We also need

s∗A{π∗f, {π∗g, π∗h}ω−1}ω−1 − s∗A{π∗f, π∗s∗A{π∗g, π∗h}ω−1}ω−1

= t s∗A{π∗f, {π∗g, π∗h}θ}ω−1 − t s∗A{π∗f, π∗s∗A{π∗g, π∗h}θ}ω−1

= s∗A
(
∂̃i{π∗g, π∗h}ω−1

) (
s∗A{π∗f, pi}ω−1 − s∗A{π∗f, π∗Ai}ω−1

)

= s∗A
(
∂̃i{π∗g, π∗h}ω−1

)
s∗A{π∗f, (ΦA)i}ω−1 . (A.2)

Now the combination of (A.1) and (A.2) implies

s∗A{π∗f, {π∗g,ΦA}ω−1}ω−1 − s∗A{π∗f, π∗s∗A{π∗g,ΦA}ω−1}ω−1

= s∗A
(
∂̃i{π∗g,ΦA}ω−1

)
s∗A{π∗f, (ΦA)i}ω−1 . (A.3)
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Next we calculate

s∗A{{π∗g, π∗f}ω−1 ,ΦA}ω−1 − s∗A{π∗s∗A{π∗g, π∗f}ω−1 ,ΦA}ω−1

= s∗A
(
∂̃i{π∗g, π∗f}ω−1

) (
− s∗A{π∗Ai, λ0}ω−1 − s∗A{pi, π∗A}ω−1 + s∗A{π∗Ai, π

∗A}ω−1

)

= s∗A
(
∂̃i{π∗g, π∗f}ω−1

)
s∗A{(ΦA)i,ΦA}ω−1 . (A.4)

One may also check

s∗A{{π∗f, (ΦA)j}ω−1 ,ΦA}ω−1 − s∗A{π∗s∗A{π∗f, (ΦA)j}ω−1 ,ΦA}ω−1

= s∗A
(
∂̃i{π∗f, (ΦA)j}ω−1

)
s∗A{(ΦA)i,ΦA}ω−1 , (A.5)

and

s∗A{{(ΦA)k, (ΦA)j}ω−1 ,ΦA}ω−1 − s∗A{π∗s∗A{(ΦA)k, (ΦA)j}ω−1 ,ΦA}ω−1

= s∗A
(
∂̃i{(ΦA)k, (ΦA)j}ω−1

)
s∗A{(ΦA)i,ΦA}ω−1 . (A.6)

B Closure of almost Poisson gauge transformations

In this appendix we prove that the gauge transformations defined in Proposition 4.6 close the

almost Poisson gauge algebra (4.11). For this, we use (4.12) to calculate the left-hand side of

(4.11), and after rearranging the terms we find

δθf
(
s∗A{π∗g,ΦA}ω−1 + Lj

g s
∗
A{(ΦA)j ,ΦA}ω−1

)
− δθg

(
s∗A{π∗f,ΦA}ω−1 + Li

f s
∗
A{(ΦA)i,ΦA}ω−1

)

= −s∗A{π∗g + Lj
g (ΦA)j , π

∗s∗A{π∗f,ΦA}ω−1 + Li
f π

∗s∗A{(ΦA)i,ΦA}ω−1}ω−1

− s∗A
(
∂̃k{π∗f,ΦA}ω−1

) (
s∗A{π∗g, (ΦA)k}ω−1 + Lj

g s
∗
A{(ΦA)j , (ΦA)k}ω−1

)

− Li
f s

∗
A

(
∂̃k{(ΦA)i,ΦA}ω−1

) (
s∗A{π∗g, (ΦA)k}ω−1 + Lj

g s
∗
A{(ΦA)j , (ΦA)k}ω−1

)

+ s∗A{π∗f + Li
f (ΦA)i, π

∗s∗A{π∗g,ΦA}ω−1 + Lj
g π

∗s∗A{(ΦA)j ,ΦA}ω−1}ω−1

+ s∗A
(
∂̃k{π∗g,ΦA}ω−1

) (
s∗A{π∗f, (ΦA)k}ω−1 + Li

f s
∗
A{(ΦA)i, (ΦA)k}ω−1

)

+ Lj
g s

∗
A

(
∂̃k{(ΦA)j ,ΦA}ω−1

) (
s∗A{π∗f, (ΦA)k}ω−1 + Li

f s
∗
A{(ΦA)i, (ΦA)k}ω−1

)

− Lj
g s

∗
A{π∗s∗A{π∗f, (ΦA)j}ω−1 + Li

f π
∗s∗A{(ΦA)i, (ΦA)j}ω−1 ,ΦA}ω−1

+ Li
f s

∗
A{π∗s∗A{π∗g, (ΦA)i}ω−1 + Lj

g π
∗s∗A{(ΦA)j , (ΦA)i}ω−1 ,ΦA}ω−1

+
(
δθfL

i
g − δθgL

i
f

)
s∗A{(ΦA)i,ΦA}ω−1 . (B.1)

By explicit calculation and using the formulas (A.3), (A.5) and (A.6) from Appendix A one may

check

s∗A{π∗f + Li
f (ΦA)i, {π∗g + Lj

g (ΦA)j ,ΦA}ω−1}ω−1

− s∗A{π∗f + Li
f (ΦA)i, π

∗s∗A{π∗g + Lj
g (ΦA)j ,ΦA}ω−1}ω−1

=
(
s∗A(∂̃

k{π∗g,ΦA}ω−1) + Lj
g s

∗
A

(
∂̃k{(ΦA)j ,ΦA}ω−1 + s∗A{Lk

g ,ΦA}ω−1

)

×
(
s∗A{π∗f, (ΦA)k}ω−1 + Li

f s
∗
A{(ΦA)i, (ΦA)k}ω−1

)
.
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Using this expression we rewrite (B.1) as

s∗A{π∗f + Li
f (ΦA)i, {π∗g + Lj

g (ΦA)j ,ΦA}ω−1}ω−1

− s∗A{π∗g + Li
g (ΦA)i, {π∗f + Lj

f (ΦA)j ,ΦA}ω−1}ω−1

+ s∗A{Li
f ,ΦA}ω−1 s∗A{π∗g, (ΦA)i}ω−1 − s∗A{Li

g,ΦA}ω−1 s∗A{π∗f, (ΦA)i}ω−1

+ Li
f s

∗
A{π∗s∗A{π∗g, (ΦA)i}ω−1 ,ΦA}ω−1 − Li

g s
∗
A{π∗s∗A{π∗f, (ΦA)i}ω−1 ,ΦA}ω−1

+ 2
(
Li
f s

∗
A{Lj

g,ΦA}ω−1 − Li
g s

∗
A{Lj

f ,ΦA}ω−1

)
s∗A{(ΦA)j , (ΦA)i}ω−1

+ 2Li
f L

j
g s

∗
A{π∗s∗A{(ΦA)j , (ΦA)i}ω−1 ,ΦA}ω−1 +

(
δθfL

i
g − δθgL

i
f

)
s∗A{(ΦA)i,ΦA}ω−1 .

Using the Jacobi identity in the first two lines and simplifying the remaining lines, we rewrite

this expression as

s∗A{{π∗f + Li
f (ΦA)i, π

∗g + Lj
g (ΦA)j}ω−1 ,ΦA}ω−1 +

(
δθfL

i
g − δθgL

i
f

)
s∗A{(ΦA)i,ΦA}ω−1

− s∗A{Lj
g π

∗s∗A{π∗f, (ΦA)j}ω−1 + Li
f π

∗s∗A{(ΦA)i, π
∗g}ω−1 ,ΦA}ω−1

+ 2 s∗A{Li
f L

j
g π

∗s∗A{(ΦA)i, (ΦA)j}ω−1 ,ΦA}ω−1 .

Using ΦA = 0 on the constraint locus im(sA), we rewrite the first line so that this expression

becomes

s∗A{{π∗f, π∗g}ω−1+Lj
g {π∗f, (ΦA)j}ω−1+Li

f {(ΦA)i, π
∗g}ω−1+Li

f L
j
g {(ΦA)i, (ΦA)j}ω−1 ,ΦA}ω−1

+
(
s∗A{Lk

f , π
∗g}ω−1 + s∗A{π∗f, Lk

g}ω−1 + Li
f s

∗
A{(ΦA)i, L

k
g}ω−1

+ Lj
g s

∗
A{Lk

f , (ΦA)j}ω−1

)
s∗A{(ΦA)k,ΦA}ω−1 +

(
δθfL

i
g − δθgL

i
f

)
s∗A{(ΦA)i,ΦA}ω−1

− s∗A{Lj
g π

∗s∗A{π∗f, (ΦA)j}ω−1 + Li
f π

∗s∗A{(ΦA)i, π
∗g}ω−1 ,ΦA}ω−1

+ 2 s∗A{Li
f L

j
g π

∗s∗A{(ΦA)i, (ΦA)j}ω−1 ,ΦA}ω−1 .

Applying again the formulas (A.4)–(A.6) from Appendix A in the first line of this expression,

after simplification we end up with

s∗A{π∗s∗A{π∗f, π∗g}ω−1 − Li
f L

j
g π

∗s∗A{(ΦA)i, (ΦA)j}ω−1 ,ΦA}ω−1

+
(
δθfL

k
g − δθgL

k
f + s∗A

(
∂̃k{π∗f, π∗g}ω−1

)
+ Lj

g s
∗
A

(
∂̃k{π∗f, (ΦA)j}ω−1

)

+ Li
f s

∗
A

(
∂̃k{(ΦA)i, π

∗g}ω−1

)
+ Li

f L
j
g s

∗
A

(
∂̃k{(ΦA)i, (ΦA)j}ω−1

)
+ s∗A{Lk

f , π
∗g}ω−1

+ s∗A{π∗f, Lk
g}ω−1 + Li

f s
∗
A{(ΦA)i, L

k
g}ω−1 + Lj

g s
∗
A{Lk

f , (ΦA)j}ω−1

)
s∗A{(ΦA)k,ΦA}ω−1 .

By (4.13) and (4.8) this is equal to s∗A{t [[f, g]]θ(A)+Lk
t [[f,g]]θ(A) (ΦA)k,ΦA}ω−1 , which proves the

closure formula (4.11).
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[58] P. Ševera, “Quantization of Poisson families and of twisted Poisson structures,” Lett. Math.

Phys. 63 (2003) 105–113 [arXiv:math.QA/0205294].

[59] J. Stasheff, “Homotopy associativity of H-spaces I,II,” Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 108 (1963)

275–312.

[60] R. J. Szabo, “Symmetry, gravity and noncommutativity,” Class. Quant. Grav. 23 (2006)

R199–R242 [arXiv:hep-th/0606233].

[61] R. J. Szabo, “Quantization of magnetic Poisson structures,” Fortsch. Phys. 67 (2019)

1910022 [arXiv:1903.02845 [hep-th]].

[62] R. J. Szabo, “An introduction to nonassociative physics,” Proc. Sci. 347 (2019) 100

[arXiv:1903.05673 [hep-th]].

[63] Th. Voronov, “Higher derived brackets and homotopy algebras,” J. Pure Appl. Alg. 202

(2005) 133–153 [arXiv:math.QA/0304038].

[64] A. Weinstein, “Symplectic groupoids and Poisson manifolds,” Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. 16

(1987) 101–104.

[65] A. Weinstein, “The local structure of Poisson manifolds,” J. Diff. Geom. 18 (1983) 523–557.

59

http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0305292
http://arxiv.org/abs/1203.5921
http://arxiv.org/abs/1211.0395
http://arxiv.org/abs/0908.1886
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9903205
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9908142
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0205294
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0606233
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.02845
http://arxiv.org/abs/1903.05673
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0304038

	1 Introduction
	2 Symplectic embeddings of almost Poisson structures
	2.1 Formal deformations of cotangent bundles
	2.2 Local symplectic embedding of Poisson manifolds
	2.3 Local symplectic embedding of twisted Poisson manifolds
	2.4 Local symplectic embedding of almost Poisson manifolds
	2.5 Semi-classical limit of deformation quantization

	3 Poisson gauge transformations
	4 Almost Poisson gauge transformations
	4.1 Formulation of the gauge algebra
	4.2 Existence of Lagrangian multipliers

	5 Homotopy algebra actions
	5.1 L-algebras and generalized gauge symmetries
	5.2 L-structures on Poisson gauge algebroids
	5.3 L-structures on almost Poisson gauge algebroids
	5.4 P-algebras of exterior differential forms
	5.5 Comparison with the L-bootstrap

	6 Examples
	6.1 Linear Poisson structures
	6.2 Poisson families
	6.3 Magnetic Poisson structures

	A Cosymplectic brackets on the constraint locus
	B Closure of almost Poisson gauge transformations

