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SHIFTED CONTACT STRUCTURES ON DIFFERENTIABLE STACKS

ANTONIO MAGLIO, ALFONSO GIUSEPPE TORTORELLA, AND LUCA VITAGLIANO

ABSTRACT. We define 0-shifted and +1-shifted contact structures on differentiable stacks, thus laying
the foundations of shifted Contact Geometry. As a side result we show that the kernel of a multiplicative
1-form on a Lie groupoid (might not exist as a Lie groupoid but it) always exists as a differentiable
stack, and it is naturally equipped with a stacky version of the curvature of a distribution. Contact
structures on orbifolds provide examples of 0-shifted contact structures, while prequantum bundles
over +1-shifted symplectic groupoids provide examples of +1-shifted contact structures. Our shifted
contact structures are related to shifted symplectic structures via a Symplectic-to-Contact Dictionary.
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A contact structure on a manifold M is a hyperplane distribution K € TM which is maximally non-
integrable, i.e. the curvature R : A K — L := TM/K, defined by setting R (X,Y) = [X, Y] modK,
is non-degenerate. Dually, given a line bundle L — M, and a nowhere zero L-valued 1-form
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0 € Ql(M, L), we call 0 a contact form, if the curvature Ry: A2 K — L, defined by setting
Ry(X,Y) = —-0([X, Y]) is non-degenerate, where K := ker 0. Given a contact structure K, the projec-
tion TM — L := TM/K is a contact form. Conversely, given a contact form 6, the kernel K = ker
is a contact structure. Under this correspondence, Rx = —Ry. Contact structures are supported by
odd dimensional manifolds. Contact Geometry is the geometry of contact structures, and can be
seen as an odd dimensional analogue of Symplectic Geometry in many respects. In fact, there is a
“symplectic-like” point of view on contact structures. Namely, the latter are equivalent to symplectic
Atiyah forms [37] (see Section 2 below, see also [7] for an alternative approach).

Differentiable stacks [4, 17] are (equivalent to) classes of Morita equivalent Lie groupoids and they
model certain singular spaces like orbifolds, orbit spaces of smooth Lie group actions and leaf spaces
of foliations. Roughly, geometric structures on differentiable stacks are Morita invariant geometric
structures on Lie groupoids, and they usually possess a grading, sometimes called the shift, essen-
tially inherited from the grading of the simplicial structure on the nerve of the groupoid. The reader
can refer, e.g., to [22, 15] for a theory of shifted differential forms and shifted symplectic structures on
(higher) Lie groupoids (see also, e.g., [34] for the algebraic geometric setting). A 0-shifted symplectic
structure on a Lie groupoid G =2 M [26] is a closed differential 2-form « on M which is basic with
respect to the partition of M by G-orbits, and non-degenerate in the transverse direction (in other
words ker w agrees with the tangent distribution to G-orbits). When the differentiable stack [M/G]
presented by G is a smooth manifold, then w defines an ordinary symplectic structure on it. The def-
inition of a +1-shifted symplectic structure is somewhat more involved and it is relevant for Poisson
Geometry (see [42] and [8], but beware that different terminologies are adopted in those references).
Indeed, +1-shifted symplectic structures are the global counterparts of twisted Dirac structures [8].

The main aim of this paper is to lay some foundations of shifted Contact Geometry by defining
0-shifted and +1-shifted contact structures on differentiable stacks. We remark that shifted Contact
Geometry has been also initiated in Derived Algebraic Geometry in [5, 6]. However, in those refer-
ences, the focus is rather on negatively shifted contact structures. It turns out that, for our purposes,
the dual definition of a contact structure in terms of a line bundle valued differential 1-form is more
appropriate (than that in terms of a hyperplane distribution). There are five aspects of such definition
for which we need to find (Lie groupoid and) Morita invariant versions and we highlight them here
for future reference:

(A1) aline bundle L — M,

(A2) an L-valued differential 1-form 0,

(A3) the kernel Ky of 0 (seen as a vector bundle),

(A4) the curvature Ry of 0 (seen as a vector bundle map Ry: Ky — Hom(Kjy, L)),
(A5) the non-degeneracy condition on Ry,

(in what follows we will sometimes refer to the items (A1)-(A5) above simply as “the aspects”). We
will first discuss 0-shifted contact structures, and then concentrate on +1-shifted contact structures.
In order to take care of (A1), we begin with a line bundle L — G which is additionally a VB groupoid
and its VB Morita equivalence class (see [18] for the notion of VB Morita equivalence) that, for the
purposes of this paper, we interpret, without any claim of generality, as a line bundle in the category
of differentiable stacks. For (A2) we equip G with a multiplicative L-valued 1-form 0 € Q!(G,L).
At this point, we would like to define the kernel and the curvature of 6. However, the ordinary
notions of kernel and curvature are only well-defined when 0 is nowhere zero, which is a too strong
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requirement for our purposes (it actually violates Morita invariance). Fortunately, in the +1-shifted
case, we can show that, while the ordinary kernel of 6 does not always exist in the categories of
smooth manifolds and Lie groupoids, it always exists in the category of differentiable stacks. Namely,
for (A3), we are able to define a VB groupoid MKy — G which plays the same role as the kernel of 0
(and reduces to that when the kernel exists) up to Morita equivalences. We call MKy — G the Morita
kernel of 0 and show that the latter is a Morita invariant notion. Similarly, for (A4), we can define
a Morita invariant notion of curvature of 6. It is a VB groupoid map MRy: MKy — Hom(MKjy, L)
which we call the Morita curvature. Finally, for (A5), there is a natural and Morita invariant notion of
non-degeneracy for MRy which allows us to give a Morita invariant definition of +1-shifted contact
structure on a differentiable stack. We expect that the Morita kernel and the Morita curvature will be
also relevant for other purposes, e.g., one could give a definition of involutive hyperplane distribution
on a differentiable stack using these same notions. Notice that the definition of shifted symplectic
structure can be straighforwardly translated into a definition of shifted symplectic Atiyah form.
We also prove that, similarly as in ordinary Contact Geometry, +1-shifted contact structures are
equivalent to +1-shifted symplectic Atiyah forms. This result strongly supports our definition.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall what are symplectic Atiyah forms and
how they can encode contact structures (see [37, 39]). In Section 3 we recall the necessary aspects
of the theory of VB groupoids, i.e. vector bundles in the category of Lie groupoids [30, 24], including
their Morita theory [18], with a special emphasis on what we call LB groupoids. This takes care of
the aspect (A1) in the definition of a contact structure. Let G = M be a Lie groupoid. The fiber of
a VB groupoid over a point of M is a 2-term cochain complex of vector spaces and a VB groupoid
morphism induces a cochain map between the fibers. There is an extremely useful characterization
of VB Morita maps (i.e. VB groupoid morphisms which are also Morita maps), due to del Hoyo-Ortiz
[18], which we use throughout the paper. Namely a VB groupoid morphism is a VB Morita map if and
only if it is a Morita map on bases and, additionally, if it induces quasi-isomorphisms on fibers. We
also introduce in this section a notion of natural isomorphism between two VB groupoid morphisms
adapted to the vector bundle structures, which we call linear natural isomorphism and we will need
in the sequel. We show that a linear natural isomorphism between VB groupoid morphisms covering
the same Lie groupoid map is equivalent to a homotopy between the cochain maps induced on fibers
(smoothly depending on the base point). To the best of our knowledge, this is new (but see [18,
Section 6.1]).

In Section 4, after recalling what are 0-shifted symplectic structures, we define 0-shifted symplectic
Atiyah forms and 0-shifted contact structures. This requires some work in order to take due care of
all the aspects (A2)—(A5) of the definition. Such work will be of some inspiration for the subsequent
+1-shifted case. However, notice that, in some respects, the 0-shifted case is more complicated than
the +1-shifted case (see below).

In Section 5.1 we recall the definition of +1-shifted symplectic structure [42, 8, 15, 22] and we trans-
late it into a definition of +1-shifted symplectic Atiyah form in Section 5.2. This is straightforward.
+1-shifted symplectic Atiyah forms can serve as a first definition of +1-shifted contact structure,
indicating the effectiveness of the language of Atiyah forms in Contact Geometry.

In the remainder of Section 5 we provide a definition of +1-shifted contact structure on a differen-
tiable stack more similar in spirit to the definition of a contact structure in terms of contact forms
and/or hyperplane distributions. We begin with a multiplicative line bundle valued 1-form (aspect
(A2)). Next, we have to define stacky versions of the kernel and the curvature of a (line bundle valued)
1-form, the Morita kernel (aspect (A3)) and the Morita curvature (aspect (A4)). Finally, we propose a
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definition of when is the Morita curvature “non-degenerate” (aspect (A5)). According to our main
purpose, we pay special attention to Morita invariance of all the constructions. As a strong motiva-
tion for our definition, we show in this section that +1-shifted contact structures are equivalent to
+1-shifted sympectic Atiyah forms.

We conclude Section 5 with two main examples. First of all, the pre-quantization of a (pre-
quantizable) quasi-symplectic groupoid [27] is a +1-shifted contact groupoid. In this case, the 1-form
is nowhere-zero and its Morita kernel can be replaced by the honest kernel (up to Morita equiva-
lence). This suggests that there might be a more general notion of pre-quantization of a +1-shifted
symplectic stack, more stacky friendly, and where the contact 1-form is non-necessarily nowhere-
zero. Conjecturally, this might enlarge the class of pre-quantizable +1-shifted symplectic forms.
This line of thought will be explored elsewhere. Finally, pre-contact groupoids in the sense of [37]
(in particular contact groupoids) do also provide instances of +1-shifted contact structures. Recall
that pre-contact groupoids are the contact analogues of quasi-symplectic groupoid and they are the
global counterparts of Dirac-Jacobi bundles (the contact analogues of Dirac manifolds).

We assume that the reader is familiar with Lie groupoids and Lie algebroids. Our main references
for this material are [12, 30]. For simplicity, we work by default with Hausdorff Lie groupoids, but
most of our results are also valid for the larger class of Lie groupoids admitting an Ehresmann con-
nection.

Acknowledgments. We thank Chenchang Zhu for having suggested to us that the prequantiza-
tion of +1-shifted symplectic structures might provide examples of +1-shifted contact structures. We
also thank Miquel Cueca for helpful comments. Finally, we wish to warmly thank the anonymous
referees for extremely useful suggestions that helped improving a lot the original manuscript. The
authors are members of the GNSAGA of INdAM.

2. CONTACT STRUCTURES AS SYMPLECTIC ATIYAH FORMS

In this section we recall from [37] the alternative approach to contact structures based on Atiyah
forms (see also [7] and Remark 2.7 for a closely related, but different, approach). We begin with some
facts about the Atiyah algebroid of a vector bundle.

Let E — M be a vector bundle (VB in what follows) over M. A derivation of E is an R-linear
operator A: T'(E) — T'(E) such that, for any f € C*(M) and e € T'(E), the following Leibniz rule is
satisfied:

A(fe) =X(fle+ fA(e)
for a, necessarily unique, vector field X € X(M), called the symbol of A and also denoted by o(A).
Derivations of E are sections of a Lie algebroid DE — M, the Atiyah algebroid of E, defined as

follows. The fiber D,E of DE over x € M consists of R-linear operators §: I'(E) — E, such that, for
any f € C¥(M) and e € T(E),

6(fe) =ov(flex + f(x)5(e)
for a, necessarily unique, tangent vector v € T, M, the symbol of §, which is also denoted by o(§).
The Lie bracket on sections of DE is the commutator of derivations, while the anchor o: DE — TM
maps a derivation to its symbol. The symbol map fits in the following short exact sequence of vector

bundles

0 End E DE —— TM 0, (2.1)
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where End E is the vector bundle of endomorphisms, and the map End E — DE is the inclusion. A
connection on E is a right splitting V: TM — DE of (2.1), so it determines a direct sum decomposition

DE = TM @EndE, & (a(6), fv(5)),
where fy: DE — EndE is the associated left splitting:
fv(S)ex =5(e) = Vy(sye, forallé € DLE, e eT(E).

It follows that rank DE = dim M + (rank E)>.

The Atiyah algebroid DE naturally acts on E: the action of a derivation on a section is just the
tautological one. Then there is a de Rham-like differential dp on the graded vector space Q},(E) :=
I'(Alt*(DE, E)) of E-valued alternating forms on DE. The cochain complex (Q7},(E),dp) is sometimes
called the der-complex [35] and it is actually acyclic. Even more, it possesses a canonical contracting
homotopy given by the contraction i: Q},(E) — Q]'J_l(E) with the identity derivation 1: T(E) —
I'(E). In the sequel, cochains in (Q},(E), dp) will be called Atiyah forms (on E).

The correspondence E ~» DE is functorial in the following sense. Let E — M, E' — M’ be two
vector bundles. First of all, we say that a VB morphism (F, f): E — E’ covering a smooth map
f:+ M — M, is regular if, for any x € M, the restriction Fy := F|g : Ex — E}(x) of F to fibers is an
isomorphism. Given a regular VB morphism (F, f): E — E’, a section ¢’ € T'(E") can be pulled-back
to a section F*e¢’ € T'(E), defined by (F*¢’), = F;l(e]’c(x)), x € M. The map DF: DE — DE’ defined
by

DF(8)e’ := F(5(F*¢’)), §€DE, ¢ eI(E),
is a Lie algebroid morphism covering f. It easy to see that
coDF =dfoo. (2.2)

Notice that any regular VB morphism (F,f): E — E’ induces a pullback of Atiyah forms,
F*: Q) (E') — Q) (E): forallx € M,

(F*©)x (81, ..., 8k) = Fy ' (wpx) (DF(81), ..., DF(8))), O1,...,8 € DxE,  w € QF (E)).

Finally, (F, f): E — E’ does also induce a pullback of vector bundle valued forms, F*: Q*(M',E’) —
Q°*(M,E): for all x € M,

(F0)x (o1,...,0%) = F- (0o (df (1), ., df (08))), 01,00 € TM, 6 € QN(M',E').

Remark 2.1. Let E — M be a vector bundle. The Atiyah algebroid DE — M is the Lie algebroid
of the general linear groupoid GL(E). Indeed any derivation § € D,E is the velocity of a curve of
isomorphisms Y(¢): Ex — Ey(,) with Y(0) = idg,, where y(¢) is a curve on M, i.e.

d _
8(e) = —le=oX (e) "(ey(e)), e €T(E).
In this case we write § = % le=0Y (¢). Notice that o () = % le=oy (€).
If (F,f): (E— M) — (E' —> M’) isaregular VB morphism, then the induced map DF: DE — DE’
works as follows: for any § = % le=0Y (¢) € DiE, x € M, the derivation DF(8) € D¢ (x)E’ is given by

d _
%|5=0Fy(£) © Y(E) © Fx 1~
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In the case when E = L is a line bundle, End E = End L = Rj; := M X IR, the trivial line bundle over
M, the sequence (2.1) reduces to

0 Ry DL 25 TM —> 0, (2.3)

and, given a connection V on L, the associated left splitting fy: DL — Ry, is a fiber-wise linear
function on DL. Moreover, in this case, every first order linear differential operator I'(L) — T'(L) is
a derivation, so DL = Hom(J 17, L) and J I = Hom (DL, L), where J 11 is the first jet bundle of L.

Let L — M be a line bundle. There is an alternative description of Atiyah forms on L as pairs
of forms in Q*(M, L). To see this, begin noticing that, for any k, the map ¢*: Qf(M, L) — QIk) (L)
defined by:

(c"0)(A1, ..., 0k) = 0(0(A1),...,0(A)) forall Ay,...,Ar € T(DL),

is injective and im ¢* = ker 11. Hence there is a short exact sequence of C*°(M)-modules
0 — Q°(M,L) —= Q}(L) — Q* (M, L) — 0, (2.4)

where the projection Q7 (L) — Q°~'(M,L) maps the Atiyah form » € Q} (L) to the form w, €
Q*~!(M, L) uniquely determined by ¢*wy = i7©. The map
Q' (M, L) - Q}(L), 7 dp(c’r),
is a canonical R-linear splitting of (2.4). Accordingly, there is a vector space isomorphism
Q' ML) @ Q (ML) — Q) (L), (wp,w1) — @ =0 w; +dpo*wy. (2.5)

The two forms wy and w; will be called the components of w, and we write w = (wq, w1). Moreover,
ifo = (g, w1), thendpw = (w1,0) and iyw = (0, wy). In particular w is closed if and only if w; = 0.

Now, let (F, f): (L - M) — (L’ — N) be a regular VB morphism between two line bundles. In
this case we call (F, f) an LB morphism (LB for line bundle). It is easy to see that

F*(c%0) = " (F9), 0 ¢€ Q°(N,L’).
It follows that, if © = (wp, w;) is an Atiyah form on L', then F*'w = (F*wy, F*w1).
The next proposition will be useful later.

Proposition 2.2. Let w € Q}z) (L) be an Atiyah 2-form and let (wg, 1) € Q'(M,L) @ Q*(M, L) be its
components. Let 5,5’ € DyL, and setv = o(5),v" = 0(8’) € TuM, x € M. Then, for any connection V
onlL,

®(8,8') = 01(0,0") +d" wo(v,0") + fu(8)wo(v') = fv (8w (0),
where d¥: Q*(M,L) — Q**'(M, L) is the connection differential. In particular, when « is dp-closed
(ie. w; =0),

w(8,8") =d" wy(0,0") + fy(8)we(2”) — fy (8 )wo (). (2.6)
Proof. Let 8,8",0,0" be as in the statement, and let A, A" € T'(DL) be such that A, = §, A}, = §’. Set
V:i=0(A), V' :=0(A") € ¥(M) so that V, =0,V =0". Then
dpo*@(8,0") = 8(c7wo(A)) = &' (0% wo(A)) — " wo([A, A']x)
=6(wo(V")) = & (wo(V)) — wo([V,V']x)
= (0 = Vo)wo(v') = (8" = Vi) wo(0) + Voo (V') = Vywo (V) — wo([V, V']x)

=d" g (v,0') + fy(8)we(0") = f7(8")wo(0).
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Now, the claim follows from @ = ¢*w; + dpo”* wy. O

An easy consequence of Proposition 2.2 is the following

Corollary 2.3. Let w € QIZJ(L) and 0 = (wy, w1). Then a derivation § € DyL is in the kernel of w if
and only if

i) 0(6) € ker(wy), and
i) 1o(s) (01 +d" wo) + fy(8)wo =0

for some, hence any, connection V on L.

Given aline bundle L — M, a symplectic Atiyah formis an Atiyah 2-form & € Q% (L) such that w is
dp-closed, i.e. dpw = 0, and non-degenerate, i.e. its flat map, also denoted w: DL — JIL, 5 w(8,-)
is a vector bundle isomorphism. There is a relationship between symplectic Atiyah forms and Contact
Geometry [37, 39]. Remember from the Introduction that a contact structure on a manifold M is the
kernel of a contact 1-form, i.e., in our terminology, a 1-form 6 € Q! (M, L) with values in a line bundle
L — M such that

e 0 isnowhere 0 (hence Ky := ker 6 is a well-defined hyperplane distribution on M), and
e the curvature Rg: A* Ky — L, (X,Y) — —0([X, Y]) is non-degenerate.

Remark 2.4. We have two simple remarks on the curvature Ry. First of all, it can be obviously encoded
into a vector bundle map Ky — Hom(Kp, L), its flat map (an isomorphism for a contact form), also
denoted Ry, and in what follows, we will often take this point of view. Second, it is often useful
to extend Ry to the whole tangent bundle TM. This can be done by choosing a connection V on L.
Indeed, if we do so, then Ry = (d" 0)|x,. o

Remark 2.5. In the Contact Geometry literature, it is often assumed that the line bundle L is trivial.
Moreover, a trivialization L = Ry is fixed once for all, so that the contact form identifies with a
global plain 1-form 6 € Q'(M). For conceptual reasons it seems however better to us not to make
this simplifying assumption and work in the general case. 3

The relation between contact forms and symplectic Atiyah forms is given by the following

Theorem 2.6 ([37, Proposition 3.6]). The assignment 6 — w = (6, 0) establishes a bijection between
contact forms and symplectic Atiyah forms.

Remark 2.7. We recall here for later purposes that contact structures are also equivalent to homoge-
neous symplectic structures [7, 39]. Let R™ be the multiplicative group of non-zero reals, let h be a
principal action of R* on a manifold P, let M = P/IR*, and let Ly; — M be the line bundle associated
to the tautological representation of R* = GL(IR, 1) on R. A differential form w on P is homogeneous
of degree k if hiw = ¢*w for all ¢ € R*. Sections of Ly clearly identify with degree 1 homogeneous
functions on P. Now let 6 € Q'(M, Ly). Using that T'(Ly;) embeds into C*(P) as homogeneous
functions of degree 1, we can interpret 6 as a homogeneous 1-form on M of degree 1. Denote the
latter by ©. The assignment 6 +— d© establishes a bijection between contact forms on Ly and ho-
mogeneous symplectic forms of degree 1 on P. The inverse bijection maps a degree 1 homogeneous
symplectic form w to igw, seen as an Ly-valued 1-form on M, where & is the infinitesimal generator
of the principal action A (the fundamental vector field corresponding to the generator 1 in the Lie
algebra R of R™). The reader may consult [39] for the reltionship between degree 1 homogeneous
symplectic forms and symplectic Atiyah forms. o



8 ANTONIO MAGLIO, ALFONSO GIUSEPPE TORTORELLA, AND LUCA VITAGLIANO

3. LiNE BUNDLES OVER L1E GROUPOIDS

From now on we will make extensive use of line bundles over Lie groupoids. We first recall the
fundamentals of VB groupoids. Our main references for the latter are [24, 30].

3.1. VB Groupoids. A VB groupoid (VBG) (E = Ep; G =3 M) is a Lie groupoid in the category of
vector bundles (or a vector bundle in the category of Lie groupoids), i.e. a diagram

E:EM

|

G—= M

where E 3 Ey and G 3 M are Lie groupoids, E — G and Ej; — M are vector bundles, and all
the structure maps of E =3 Ep; are VB morphisms (see [21]). Abusing the notation, we denote the
structure maps of both groupoids G =3 M and E =3 Ey in the same way: s, t, m, i, and u for the
source, target, multiplication, inverse and unit, respectively. We will always regard Ey; (resp. M) as
a submanifold of E (resp. G) via the unit. The inversion and the multiplication will be sometimes
denoted “(=) ™' and “”, respectively. Moreover, we denote by G*) and E(*) the nerves of G and E.
Notice that E*) — G®) isa simplicial vector bundle, i.e. a simplicial object in the category of vector
bundles (or a vector bundle in the category of simplicial manifolds). The projections of E @) = Eox,E
onto the factors will be denoted pr, , (likewise for G).

The core of a VBG (E =2 Ep;G =3 M) is C = Kker(s: E — Ep)|m, and the core-anchor is the
restriction t|c: C — Ep of the target to the core C. Following [18], the core-anchor will be often
regarded as a 2-term cochain complex of vector bundles over M

0 c s gy, 0,

called the core complex of the VBG E =3 Ej;. We will assume that the core complex is concentrated
in degrees —1, 0. The value at x € M of the core complex

0 Cy EM,x —> 0

is also called the fiber of E over x [18, Section 3].

When the core C of the VBG E =3 Ej is trivial, i.e. C = 0, the groupoid E is isomorphic to an action
groupoid [17, Proposition 3.3.5] (see also, e.g., [21, Example 3.2]), and, following [17, 18, 21], we say
that E is a trivial core VBG. The action of G =2 M on Ej; is given by

G sXEy = Em, (9,0) = t(s; ' (0)),
and the isomorphism G X Ep; = E is given by
G sX Eyf — E, (g,v)|—>sg_1(o).

Moreover, when the core C is trivial, all simplicial structure maps of the nerve E (*) are regular VB
morphisms, and we can apply the functor D. In this case DE® — G isthe nerve of a VB-groupoid
DE =3 DEy; over G =3 M whose structure maps are Ds, Dt, Dm, Di and Du (up to the canonical VB
isomorphism D(E®) = DE psxp; DE identifying 6 € D(E®) with (Dpr,(8), Dpr,(6))) [21].
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Example 3.1 (The twisted dual VBG). A VBG (V = Vj;; G =2 M) with core C possesses a dual VBG
(V¥ 3 C*;G 3 M) (see [30, Section 11.2]). Similarly, if (E =3 Ep;; G =3 M) is any VBG with trivial
core, one can define a VBG (V' = C';G = M), where V' := Hom(V, E) and C" := Hom(C, Ey), as
follows: for any ¢ € V; the source and target are defined by

(s(tﬁ),c} = —s(gb, 0y - c_1>, and (t(gb),c’) = t(gb, c -Og>, ¢ € Cy(g), ¢ € Cy(g),

Here and in the following we use (—, —) to denote the tautological E-valued pairing between V and
Vi ie (=, =): VixgV = E, ($,0) := ¢(v), as well as the Ej-valued pairing between C and C", etc.
The unit of V' maps ¢ € C to ¢ o pre € Hom(V|p, Em) C V7, where the projection pre: Viy — C
is given by the canonical splitting

0 C Viy — Vi 0.

For any two composable arrows i € V;; and §’ € V;; the multiplication is defined by

W00} = sb (g ™ s 0) + 50, 0)

« 3

for all composable arrows v € V; and o’ € V;, where the dot “.” indicates the G-action on Ej;. Finally,

for any ¢ € V; the inverse is deﬁned by
-1\ _ -1 -1
W 0) == 5(t077)), 0 €V

We call the VBG (VT =2 0.6 =3 M) the E-twisted dual VBG of V. 3 V) (or simply the twisted
dual VBG, if there is no risk of confusion). Notice that the core of the twisted dual VBG is V;I =
Hom(Vjy, Ep), and the induced core complex is

i _tle
0 v c 0,
where f|2 is the twisted transpose map to t|c, i.e. t|2(¢) =yot|cforally e V;I. o

A VBG morphism (F, f) between the VBGs (W =3 Wy;H =3 N) and (V =3 ;G =3 M) is a
commutative diagram

F

W:N
~N

§

ﬁ
%

G M
where F and f are Lie groupoid morphisms and (F, f) are VB morphisms. In the sequel, sometimes,
we only write F for the VBG morphism (F, f).
The following Proposition is straightforward.
Proposition 3.2. [f F: (W =3 Wy) — (V = Vi) is a VBG morphism over the identity id: (G =3
M) — (G 2 M) and (E =3 Ep; G =3 M) is a VBG with trivial core, then the twisted transpose map
F': (v 3C" — (W' 3 DY) given by F () = Y o F, forall y € V', is a VBG morphism (over the
identity), where C and D are the cores of V and W, respectively.
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Any VBG morphism (F, f): (W =3 Wx;H =23 N) — (V 3 Vj; G 2 M) induces a cochain map
between the core complexes

0 D Wi 0
Fl lF , (3.1)
0 C Vi 0

where C and D are the cores of V and W respectively. Both components F: D — Cand F: Wy — Vi
are VB morphisms covering f: N — M, and we will often consider the restriction

0 Dy Wy — 0

Fxl lF" , (3.2)

0o — Cf(x) > VM,f(x) —> 0

of (3.1) to the fibers over x € N and f(x) € M.
Following [18] we now discuss the fundamentals of the Morita theory of VBGs.

Definition 3.3 ([18, Section 3]). A VBG morphism (F, f) is a VB Morita map if F is a Morita map (it
then follows that f is also a Morita map, see Theorem 3.4 below). Two VBGs V and W are Morita
equivalent if there exists a VBG E and two VB Morita maps V < E — W. We call VB stack a Morita
equivalence class of VBGs, and we denote by [V3/V] — [M/G] the VB stack represented by the
VBG (V 3 Vi; G =3 M).

As proved in [18, Theorem 3.5] there exists a very useful characterization of VB Morita maps that
we will often use in the subsequent sections and we recall below.

Theorem 3.4 (Del Hoyo-Ortiz [18, Theorem 3.5]). Let (F,f): (W =3 Wy;H 33 N) —» (V 3
Vm; G 3 M) be a VBG morphism and let C and D be the cores of V and W respectively. The following
conditions are equivalent:

i) (F, f) is a VB Morita map;
ii) f is a Morita map and, for all x € N, the cochain map (3.2) between the fibers over x € N and
f(x) € M is a quasi-isomorphism.
The next two statements are easy consequences of Theorem 3.4 and will be useful in the sequel.
To the best of our knowledge they didn’t appear before anywhere.
Corollary 3.5. Let (F, f): (W =3 Wn;H 3 N) — (V3 Vy;G 3 M) be a VBG morphism between
trivial core VBGs. The following conditions are equivalent

i) (F, f) is a VB Morita map;
ii) f: H— G is Moritaand F: (W — H) — (V — G) is a regular VB morphism;
iii) f: H— G is Morita and F: (Wy — N) — (Vi — M) is a regular VB morphism.

Now, let (W = Wy;H =3 N),(V =3 Vy;G =3 M) be Morita equivalent VBGs and let (E' =3
E}\, ;H 3 N), (E =2 Ep; G =3 M) be Morita equivalent trivial core VBGs. We want to show that the
twisted dual VBGs (see Example 3.1) W' = Hom(W, E") and V' = Hom(V, E) are Morita equivalent
as well. It is enough to consider the case when W,V and E’, E are related by a VB Morita map. This
is discussed in the following
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Proposition 3.6. Let W, V, E', E be as above, and let (F,f): (W =3 Wy;H 3 N) » (V3 VG 3
M) and (fg. f): (E' 3 EN;H 3 N) — (E 3 Ep; G 3 M) be VB Morita maps. Then the twisted dual
VBGs WT, VT are Morita equivalent.

Proof. Denote by D, C the cores of W,V (while the cores of E’, E are trivial). Consider the pull-back
VBGs (f*VJf = f*CT;H = N), whose core is f*V]L. As f: H — G is a Morita map, from [18,
Corollary 3.7] we have that the canonical VBG morphism f: f*V" — V' is a VB Morita map. Now,
consider the map F': f*V" — W' defined as follows: for any (y,h) € V', h € H, Fi(y) € WJ
is given by (F'(y), w) = fE_}Rlp,F(w)), w € Wy. It is straightforward to check that F' is a VBG
morphism covering the identity of H and inducing the following cochain map on fibers: for allx € N,

7 7
0o— VM,f(x) B Cf(x) —> 0
F’T‘l le‘ , (3.3)
i i
0 WM,x D, 0

where (W]& := Hom(W), E'), D' := Hom(D, E’) and) all the arrows are the twisted transpose maps
of the corresponding arrows in (3.2). As (3.2) is a quasi-isomorphism from Theorem 3.4, then (3.3)
is a quasi-isomorphism as well. It follows that F' is a VB Morita map fitting in the diagram of VB

Morita maps
v
2N
wt 17al

whence the claim. m]

We conclude this section discussing natural isomorphisms in the VBG setting (see [18, Section 6.1]
for the special case of VBG morphisms covering the identity). Let (F, f), (F’, f'): (W =3 Wy;H 3
N) — (V 2 Vi; G 2 M) be VBG morphisms.

Definition 3.7. A linear natural isomorphism (T, 7): (F, f) = (F, f) from (F, f) to (F, f) isa VB
morphism (T,7): (Wy — N) — (V — G) such that T: F = F’ is a natural isomorphism (whence
7: f = f’ is a natural isomorphism as well).

Theorem 3.8. Let F,F': W — V be VBG morphisms covering the same map f and let (T, f): F = F’
be a linear natural isomorphism covering f: N — M C G. Foranyx € N, the map hr: Wn x — Cr(x),
defined by hr(w) = T(w) — F(w), is a well-defined homotopy between the cochain maps on the fibers
over x, f (x) induced by F, F’:

Wny —— 0

Dy
F'uF y F’u/F
0 —> Crx) — VMmfx) — 0
The assignment (T, f) + hr establishes a bijection between linear natural isomorphisms (T, f): F =

F’ and smooth homotopies between the cochain maps F, F’ from the core complex0 — D — Wy — 0
of W to the pull-back 0 — f*C — f*Vy; — 0 of the core complex of V.
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Proof. Let (T, f) be a linear natural isomorphism as in the statement. For every w € Wy, T(w)
is an arrow in V from F(w) to F'(w), T(w): F(w) — F’(w). Moreover, the naturality says that
F'(0)T(w) = T(w')F(w), for every arrow w: w — w’ in W. The map hr in the statement is well-
defined, indeed, for any w € Wy, s(hr(w)) = s(F(w)) —s(T(w)) = F(w) — F(w) =0, i.e. hy(w) € C.
For the homotopy condition hr o T = F’ — F in degree —1, take d € D,, i.e. d: OXVN — t(d), hence,
from both the linearity and the naturality, T(¢(d)) = F'(d)F(d"'), and compute

hr(t(d)) = T(¢(d)) - F(t(d)) = T(t(d)) — t(F(d)) = F'(d)F(d"") — F(d)F(d™")
= (F'(d) - F(d)) - (F(d™") = F(d™) = (F/(d) ~ F(d)) - 0%, = (F' = F)(d),

where we used that in a VBG both the multiplication and the unit are VB morphisms. The rest,
including the homotopy condition t o hy = F — F in degree 0, is straightforward and we leave the
details to the reader. i

Clearly, given a linear natural isomorphism between two VBG morphisms F, F” covering the same
map, then F is a VB Morita map if and only if so is F’.

Remark 3.9. There is a version of Theorem 3.8 for VBG morphisms covering different maps whose
statement and proof need the technology of representations up to homotopy [1], but we will not
need this level of generality in the present paper. o

3.2. LB Groupoids. From now on we will be mainly interested in VBGs which are line bundles.

Definition 3.10. A line bundle groupoid (LBG) is a VBG (L =3 Ly;G = M) where L — G and
Ly — M are line bundles. An LBG morphism is a VBG morphism (F, f): (L’ 3 L\;H 3 N) —
(L 3 Ly, G 3 M) between LBGs such that F: L’ — L and F: Ly, — Ly are LB morphisms (i.e. VB
morphisms between line bundles with the additional property of being isomorphisms on fibers).

Notice that, for any x € M, the restriction of the source map sx: Ly — Ly is a surjective linear
map between 1-dimensional vector spaces, so its kernel is trivial. Hence the core of an LBG (L =3
Ly; G 2 M) is automatically trivial, and all the simplicial structure maps of the nerve L®) are LB
morphisms (i.e. they are isomorphisms on fibers, and we can take, e.g., pull-back of sections along
them). This is an easy consequence of the fact that, as recalled in the previous subsection, G acts on
Lyr and L =3 Ly is isomorphic to the action groupoid G < Ly =3 Ly;. We stress that we prefer not
to take the action groupoid point of view, despite the fact that we will occasionally use the G-action
on Lyy.

Another advantage of the core of L being trivial is that it makes sense to consider the VBG (DL =
DLyi; G 3 M). The core C of DL is canonically isomorphic to the Lie algebroid A of G. Namely, from
Equation (2.2), the restriction of the symbol map ¢: DL — TG to the core C is a VB isomorphism
0: C — A. The injectivity follows from the fact that a derivation of L is completely determined
by its symbol and its action on the pullback sections s*Ays, with A € T'(Lys). The surjectivity then
follows from dimensional reasons. From Remark 2.1 the inverse isomorphism A — C maps a =
%|g:o g(e): x — x(¢) € A to %|g:o sg_(lg) 05sy: Ly — Ly) € Cx, where g(¢) is a curve in s71H(x)
starting from x. In the following, we will always understand the isomorphism C = A and say that A
is the core of the VBG DL =3 DLy. Accordingly, we indicate the core-anchor by D: A — DLy,.

Lemma 3.11. The core-anchor D: A — DLy agrees with the infinitesimal action of A on Ly corre-
sponding to the G-action.
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Proof. The action of G on Ly, can be seen as a Lie groupoid morphism G — GL(Lys). Explicitly, for
any g: x — y in G, we have the linear map ¢ o s ": Lvx — Lumy. Applying the Lie functor, we

get the infinitesimal action D“: A — DLy, Now if a = %|€=0 g(e), with g(¢€): x — x(¢) a curve in
s7!(x) starting from x € M, then

d 1 d -1 -1 d -1 A
D, =Dt (%k:osg(g) oS, | = $|€=0 tg(g) osg(g) osyot, = $|€=0 tg(g) osg(g) :Da’
where, in the second-last step, we used that source and target agree on units. ]

Given a connection V on Ly we will consider the linear form Fy = fy 0o D: A — Ry, where
fv: DLy — Ry is the right splitting of (2.3) corresponding to V. The following diagram summarizes

the situation.
A
y lg . (3.4)

0 — End(Ly) —— DLy —>— TM 0
< ~——
fv v
Remark 3.12. Applying the twisted dual VBG construction to the VBG DL =3 DLy and the LBG
L =3 Ly we obtain a VBG structure on the 1-jet bundle: ]1L = AT o

We now discuss the L-twisted dual and the gauge groupoids of Morita equivalent VBGs.
Proposition 3.13. Let V. =3 Vyy and W =3 Wy be VBGs over the same Lie groupoid G = M, let C and D
be their cores and let L =3 Ly be an LBG over G. A VBG morphism F: (W =3 Wyy) — (V =3 Vi) (over
the identity) is a VB Morita map if and only if so is the twisted transpose map F': (V' = Hom(V,L) =3
C" = Hom(C, Ly)) — (W' = Hom(W, L) = D" = Hom(D, Ly)).

Proof. Let x € M and let (3.2) be the map induced by F on the fibers over x. Then the cochain map
induced by F' on fibers is the twisted transpose of (3.2). The claim now follows from F T =F. O

The next statement is analogous to [18, Corollary 3.8].
Proposition 3.14. Let (F, f): (L’ =3 Ly;H =3 N) — (L =3 Ly;; G =3 M) be an LBG morphism. Then
the VBG morphism (DF, f): (DL’ = DLy, H =3 N) — (DL =3 DLy, G =3 M) is a VB Morita map if
and only if f: (H 3 N) — (G =3 M) is a Morita map.

Proof. If (DF, f) is VB Morita, then f is Morita. For the converse, suppose that f is a Morita map
and let x € M. The map induced by DF between the fibers of DL’ and DL over x and f(x) is

D
0 — Apy —— DyL}y — 0

DFJ/ lDF ; (3:5)

0 — Agf(x) TG D)Ly — 0
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where Ap, A are the Lie algebroids of H, G. But (3.5) fits in the following short exact sequence

0 0
0 0 AHx AHx 0
N\ |\ I\
0 R DxLy z TN 0
0 \ 0 \
l \lm \ldf -0
0 0
DF af
0 0— AGf |=—— Acre |20
\, DG PG
0 R Df(x)LM = Tf(x)M 0
0 0

Since f is Morita, the vertical arrows in (both the leftmost and) the rightmost square form a quasi-
isomorphism [18, Corollary 3.8]. It follows that (3.5) is a quasi-isomorphism as well, hence (DF, f)
is VB Morita. O

We conclude this section with a short discussion on VB Morita equivalent LBGs.

Lemma 3.15. Let (L =3 Ly;; G =3 M) be an LBG, let (V =3 Vn; H 3 N) bea VBG and let (F, f): V —
L be a VB Morita map. Then there exists an LBGL" — H and a VB Morita map L’ — V.

Proof. Denote by C — N the core of V, and let x € N. Consider the cochain map induced by F on
the fibers:

tle

0 Cy VN x 0
b
0 0 Lyfx)y — 0

As F is a VB Morita map, the latter is a quasi-isomorphism. Hence, the core-anchor t|c: C — Vy is
an injective vector bundle map whose cokernel is a line bundle. In particular, V is a regular VBG, i.e.
the core-anchor has constant rank (see [24, Definition 6.3]). Therefore, from [24, Lemma 6.10] it is
isomorphic to the direct sum of an LBG L’ — H and a VBG W — H whose core-anchor is bijective.
The embedding L” — V is clearly a VB Morita map. m]

Corollary 3.16. Let Ly, L, be VB Morita equivalent LBGs. Then the VB Morita equivalence can be
realized via an LBG, i.e. there exist an LBG L' togheter with VB Morita maps

Ll

7N

Ly Ly

Definition 3.17. An LB stack is the VB stack represented by an LBG.
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4. 0-SHIFTED CONTACT STRUCTURES

In this section we introduce 0-shifted contact structures. This is not completely straightforward as
we have to take care of all the aspects (A1)-(A5) in the dual definition of a contact structure listed
in the Introduction in such a way to get a Lie groupoid compatible and Morita invariant definition.
This effort is a good warm up for the next section on +1-shifted contact structures.

4.1. 0-Shifted Symplectic Structures. We begin recalling the definition of 0-shifted symplectic
structures on a Lie groupoid (see, e.g., [15, Example 2.18], see also [26, Section 5.5]). Let G = M be
a Lie groupoid, let A be the Lie algebroid of G, and let p: A — TM be the anchor. The simplicial
structure of the nerve G determines a cochain complex

0— Q*(M) —25 0°(6) > *(G?) 2> ...

where the differential d is the alternating sum of the pullbacks along the face maps. For a differential
form w € Q°(M), the cocycle condition dw = 0 means that s"w = t*w, and for a 2-form it follows
that im p C ker w. The latter inclusion can be rephrased by saying that, for all x € M, the flat map
w: TuM — T;M gives rise to a (—1-shifted) cochain map between the fibers of the tangent and the
cotangent groupoids of G, i.e. the following diagram commutes:

p

0 A, T.M 0 0
l J/w l , (4.1)
0 0 LM —— A, 0

where p*: T"M — A" is the transpose of p. This slightly more sophisticated point of view does
actually generalize to higher shifted symplectic structures [15, 22] and it is also of inspiration for the
case of +1-shifted contact structures.

Definition 4.1. A 0-shifted symplectic structure on the Lie groupoid G is a 2-form w € Q*(M) such
that dw = 0, dw = 0 and the cochain map (4.1) is a quasi-isomorphism for all x € M, in other words
1) p is injective and 2) im p = ker w (or, equivalently, @ induces an isomorphism TM/im p = ker p*
in the transverse direction).

Remark 4.2. The notion of 0-shifted symplectic structure is Morita invariant in the following sense.
Let f: H — G be a Morita map between Lie groupoids H = N and G =3 M. In particular f induces a
cochainmap f*: (Q" (G*),9) - (Q"(H®), ), actuallya quasi-isomorphism [2, Corollary 3]. Even
more, the assignment w +— f"w establishes a bijection between 0-shifted symplectic structures on
G and 0-shifted symplectic structures on H. Indeed, from the quasi-isomorphism property, f* maps
bijectively 9-closed 2-forms on M to d-closed 2-forms on N. Moreover, f* preserves both properties 1)
and 2) in Definition 4.1 (see [15, Lemma 2.28], the simplest possible case: m = 0, n = 1). Accordingly,
w can be regarded as a (0-shifted symplectic) structure on the differentiable stack [M/G]. o

4.2. 0-Shifted Symplectic Atiyah Forms. Now we provide a first translation of Definition 4.1 to
the Contact Geometry realm, using the language of Atiyah forms. We begin with an LBG (L =3
Ly; G 3 M). The simplicial structure of the nerve L® determines a cochain complex of Atiyah
forms

0 — QO (Ly) —2> QL) —2> o) L®) 2 ... (4.2)
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where the differential is the alternating sum of the pullbacks of Atiyah forms along the face maps
of L'®) (recall from the previous section that the face maps are regular VB morphisms in this case).
Exactly as for plain differential forms, for an Atiyah form w € QF,(Ly) on Ly, the cocycle condition
dw = 0 means that s"w = t"w and for an Atiyah 2-form it follows that im D C ker w. Again we can
rephrase the latter inclusion by saying that @: DLy — JiLy is a cochain map between the fibers
of the VB-groupoids DL =3 DLy and J'L =3 A" over x € M (up to a shift):

0 Ay =25 DyLy 0 0
l J/w l . (4.3)
0 0 Y, Al 0

of = ¥

Definition 4.3. A 0-shifted symplectic Atiyah form on the LBG L is an Atiyah 2-form w € Q% (Ly)
such that dw = 0, dpw = 0 and the cochain map (4.3) is a quasi-isomorphism for all x € M, i.e. 1)D
is injective and 2) im D = ker w.

The notion of 0-shifted symplectic Atiyah form is Morita invariant in the sense that, given a VB
Morita map F: L’ — L between LBGs, the assignment w +— F*w establishes a bijection between 0-
shifted symplectic Atiyah forms on L and 0-shifted symplectic Atiyah forms on L. Instead of proving
this directly, we prefer to prove the Morita invariance of the equivalent notion of 0-shifted contact
structure (Theorem 4.17). The Morita invariance of the notion of 0-shifted symplectic Atiyah form
will then easily follows from Theorem 4.21 below.

4.3. Morita Kernel. Our next aim is to provide a definition of 0-shifted contact structure. Our
strategy is translating the dual definition of a standard contact structure in terms of a contact form
to the realm of Lie groupoids, taking care of all the aspects (A1)-(A5) listed in the Introduction, in
such a way to guarantee Morita invariance at each step. So let (L =3 Ly;; G = M) be an LBG (aspect
(A1)). Like for Atiyah forms, the simplicial structure of the nerve L) determines a complex of line
bundle valued forms:

0 —— Q°(M,Ly) —2> Q*(G,L) —2> Q*(G?,1?¥) 2 ... (4.4)

where the differential 0 is the alternating sum of the pullbacks along the face maps of L® (of vector
valued forms).
Remark 4.4. Let = (wo, 1) € Q5(L™) (so that wy € Q*"1(G*,L*)) and w; € Q*(G®,L®)).
We stress for future reference that dw = (9w, dw1). o
Now take an Ly-valued 1-form 6 € Q'(M, Ly) such that 96 = 0 (aspect (A2)). This means that
s"0 = t"0. It follows that im p C ker 6. Similarly as we did for Atiyah 2-forms, we now rephrase the
latter inclusion, in an apparently oversophisticated way, by noting that it is equivalent to : TM —
L being a cochain map between the core complexes of the tangent groupoid TG and that of the LB
groupoid L:

™ 0

l J/g . (4.5)
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We would like to take the kernel of §. However, first of all, ker & might not be a well-defined
(smooth) distribution, as its dimension might jump (see Example 4.24 below). More importantly, it
turns out that, in order to have Morita invariance of the kernel (aspect (A3)), it is actually necessary
to take the homotopy kernel of 0 as a cochain map (4.5). In other words, we have to take the mapping
cone of (4.5) which is (up to a conventional sign):

P 0

0 A ™

Ly 0, (4.6)

where the non-trivial terms are concentrated in degrees —1, 0, 1.

Remark 4.5. The complex (4.6) of a € Q'(M, Ly) such that 99 = 0 is not just a cochain complex.
Actually it can be promoted to a representation up to homotopy of G [1, 24]. See Appendix A for a
reminder about representations up to homotopy (RUTH in what follows). Let (L = Ly;; G = M) be
an LBG and let 6 € Q'(M, Ly) be such that 99 = 0. Choose once for all an Ehresmann connection
on G, and use it to promote the core complex of TG

p

0 A ™ 0

to the adjoint RUTH (C(G; A® TM), 9*9), see [1, 24]. We also have the RUTH (C(G; Ly), %) on the
core complex of L

0 L 0
coming from the action of G on Ly;. The 1-form 6 can be seen as a degree 0 graded vector bundle

morphism A®TM — 0® Ly (Diagram (4.5)) that we call ®y. Then, using (A.2), it is easy to see that,
setting &y = 0 for k > 0, defines a morphism of RUTHs:

®: (C(G;AEBTM),aAd) = (C(G;LM),aL).

The mapping cone of ® now completes the complex (4.6) to a RUTH on A @ TM @ Ly, as claimed
(see [1, Example 3.21] for why the mapping cone of a morphism of RUTHSs is a RUTH as well). We
leave the straightforward details to the reader. o

Definition 4.6. The RUTH on A @ TM @ Ly obtained in the previous remark is called the Morita
kernel of 6. The value of (4.6) at the point x € M is the Morita kernel at x.

Remark 4.7. Denote by {Rk }x>o the structure operators of the Morita kernel. We stress for future
reference that, from (A.1) - cases k = 1, 2, it follows that, for every g: x — y in the groupoid G, the

vertical arrows in

14 0

0 Ay M Lyx —> 0

lRl 9 lRl @ lRl 9 (4.7)
0 A, T,M

p 5> Ly > 0

are a quasi-isomorphism (actually R; induces a G-action in the Rj-cohomology). In particular, the
complexes at different points of the same orbit of G are quasi-isomorphic.

We conclude this remark stressing that, unfortunately, the equivalence between RUTHs concen-
trated in non-negative degrees and higher VBGs [19] does not apply to the Morita kernel. Indeed,
the latter should be thought of as being concentrated in degrees —1, 0, 1. Only in this way it comes
with an obvious morphism of RUTHs into the adjoint RUTH and can be duly seen as a homotopy
kernel. This informal discussion suggests that the Morita kernel is actually a higher derived stack
rather than a higher stack. Exploring this speculation goes beyond the scopes of the present paper
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(but see Section 5.3 about the Morita kernel of a +1-shifted contact structure, where the situation is
surprisingly simpler, indeed the Morita kernel is actually a VB stack in the +1-shifted case). 3

The terminology in Definition 4.6 is motivated by the fact that the Morita kernel is Morita invariant
up to quasi-isomorphisms, as desired, in the sense of the following
Proposition 4.8. Let (F, f): (L' 3 L;;H 3 N) — (L =3 Ly;; G =3 M) be a VB Morita map between
LBGs, and let € Q'(M;Ly;) be an Ly-valued 1-form such that 90 = 0. Then, for all x € N, (F, f)
induces a quasi-isomorphism between the Morita kernel of 0’ := F*0 € Q'(N, L},) at the point x € N
and the Morita kernel of 0 at the point f (x) € M.

Proof. The statement can be proved by bare hands. We propose a more conceptual proof that might
conjecturally be generalized to more complicated situations (hopefully higher shifted contact struc-
tures on higher groupoids). Denote by Ay, Ag the Lie algebroids of H,G and let py, p be their
anchors. Now, fix x € N, and consider the following diagram of cochain complexes and cochain
maps:

0 Apy —22 TN 0
| \df‘ %
PG
0 ——————F—> AGf(x) TrM 0
| 5 ”
0 0 Ly 0
\ N 0
0 0 LM,f(x) 0

As (F, f) is VB Morita, then f is a Morita map and, from [18, Corollary 3.8], (df, f): TH — TG
is a VB Morita map between the tangent groupoids. It follows that the diagonal maps in the upper
square of (4.8) are a quasi-isomorphism. As F is a VB Morita map then it is an LB morphism, and the
diagonal maps of the lower square are also a quasi-isomorphism. Then, from standard Homological
Algebra, the induced cochain map between the mapping cones (of the back and front squares):

PH %4

0 — Ay T.N Ly, 0

ldf ldf Ir

0 — AGrx) —pg IreooM —5= Lmfx) — 0
is a quasi-isomorphism as well. O

Remark 4.9. When 6, # 0 for all x € M, then Ky := ker§ C TM is a well-defined distribution on
M. In this case, the Morita kernel can be replaced, up to quasi-isomorphisms, by a simpler RUTH.
Specifically, it is easy to see that the structure operators of the adjoint RUTH, restrict to the 2-term
complex of vector bundles

0 A Ky 0. (4.9)
Additionally, the cochain map
0 A—25 K, 0 0
T
0 A ™ Ly 0
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where in: Ky — TM denotes the inclusion, is a strict RUTH quasi-isomorphism. 3

4.4. Morita Curvature. Now take again 6 € Q'(M, Ly) such that 99 = 0. Our next aim is defining
the “curvature” of 6. When ker 6 is not a well-defined distribution, there is no hope of defining the
curvature in the usual way. Moreover, we would like to have a Morita invariant notion of curvature
(aspect (A4)). In fact, in this setting, the role of the curvature is played by a RUTH morphism between
the Morita kernel of 0 and its twisted dual RUTH. Begin noticing that, given a RUTH E of G =3 M with
structure operators {Ry }x>o, we get an L-twisted dual RUTH E" with structure operators {Rz}kzo by

putting E* = Hom(E, Ly) and
Ri(91 -+ g) = Re(gi s ogr DT (BN — (D™

(see [1, Example 3.19] for the analogous construction of the dual RUTH but beware of the sign as we
follow a different convention!). Hence the complex:

"

o Af 0, (4.11)

0 Ry T'M -2

where Ry := M X R is the trivial line bundle over M, can be completed to the L-twisted dual RUTH
of the Morita kernel. Next, we define a morphism of RUTHs

D: C(GGA®TM @ Ly) — C(G;Ry @ TTM @ AT)

between the Morita kernel and its twisted dual RUTH.

Proposition 4.10. Let 0 € Q' (M, Lyy) be such that 39 = 0 and let V be a connection on Ly;. The vertical
arrows in the diagram

P 0

0 A ™ Ly 0
l—Fv ldve va (4.12)
0 R TTM —— AT 0
o p'

form a cochain map.

Proof. From the skew symmetry of d" 6 it is enough to prove that the first square in (4.12) commutes.
To do this, consider the Atiyah form v = (6,0) € Q}z) (Lpr). As 99 = 0, we also have dw = 0. It
follows that im D C ker w. Now the claim easily follows from Corollary 2.3.ii). O

The cochain map (4.12) will be denoted @, and it is the 0-th component of the morphism of RUTHs
D: C(G;ADTM @ Ly) — C(G;Ryy @ TTM @ AT)

between the Morita kernel and its twisted dual RUTH which we are looking for. To see this we will
also need the 2-term RUTH corresponding to the VBG (DL =3 DLy;; G =3 M) (see Appendix A).
Besides @y, ® possesses just one more component:

®,: G — Hom (s*(A ®TM® Ly), t* (Rys @ T'M @AT))

consisting of two summands ®;: G — Hom(s*TM, t*Ry) and ®;: G — Hom(s* Ly, t"T" M), given
by
D (g)v = Ver(g)U - RID(g)VU €EndLyyg) =R, g€G, 0eTyyM,
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and
<<I>1 (g)A,w) = g.((@l (g_l)w)/l) € Laveg), 9E€G, A€ Lysg), WETygM.
Proposition 4.11. The maps {®y, ®,} are the components of a morphism of RUTHs
O: C(G;A®TM @ Ly) — C(G;Ry @ T'TM @ A",
where all the other components are trivial.

The proof of Proposition 4.11 is a long computation. We present some of the details in Appendix
B.
Definition 4.12. The morphism of RUTH ® in Proposition 4.11 is called the Morita curvature of 0.
The value of the cochain map (4.12) at the point x € M is the Morita curvature at x.

The terminology in Definition 4.12 is motivated by the fact that the Morita curvature is Morita
invariant in an appropriate sense (see Proposition 4.15 below, see also Proposition 4.14).

Remark 4.13. We stress here for future reference that it follows from the RUTH morphism identities
(A.2) that, for every arrow g: x — y in the groupoid G, the diagram

0 Ax M Lmx 0
Ri(9) R1(g) Ri(g)
-Fy ave Fy |
Ay T,M Laty 0
l ~Fy l avo l F , (4.13)
0 R iM - AL - 0
\ \R—{‘(g) \R{/(‘g)
; +
0 R oM Aj, 0

although not being commutative, does actually define a commutative diagram in the cohomology
of the Morita kernel (and its twisted dual RUTH). As the diagonal arrows are quasi-isomorphisms
(Remark 4.7), we conclude that the Morita curvatures at different points of the same orbit of G are
related by isomorphisms in cohomology. o

In order to define the Morita curvature, we fixed a connection. However, the Morita curvature
is independent of the choice of the connection V up to homotopies between the 0-th components.
More precisely, we have the following
Proposition 4.14. Let V and V' be two connections on Lys. Then there is a homotopy between the 0-th
components of the corresponding Morita curvatures.

Proof. The difference h = ay,ys := V — V’ can be seen as a 1-form on M: h € Q'(M). The diagonal
arrows in the diagram

0 A ™ Lyt 0
0 Ry T'M AT 0
ot pT

are a homotopy between the 0-th components of the Morita curvatures. Indeed, in degree —1, for
every x € M, take a € Ay and A € T'(Lyy). Then

(Fyv' = Fy)(@)Ax = (Dgq - V;,(a) - D, + Vp(a))/1 = (Vp(a) - V;,(a))/1 = h(P(a))Ax,
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ie. Fyr — Fy = ho p. In degree 0, take v,0” € T,M, and let V,V’ € X(M) be such that V,, = v and
V. =v'. Then
(dV9 - dV,G)(U,U') =V, 0(V')=Vyu0(V)-60([V,V']x) = V,0(V')+V,,0(V)+06([V,V'])
= (Vy = V)0(0") = (Vy = V)0(v) = h(0)0(0”) = h(0")0(0)
= (6"(h(v)) - K" (6(2))) (v").

ie.d¥0-dV' 0 = 0 oh—h'o0. For degree +1, just notice that the last triangle is the twisted transpose
of the first one. i

Not only the Morita curvature is independent of the connection (up to homotopies of the 0-th
components), it is actually Morita invariant in an appropriate sense. Namely, take a VB Morita map
of LBGs (F,f): (L' 3 Ly;H 3 N) - (L 3 Ly;G =3 M), and let § € Q'(M, Ly) be such that
90 = 0. Moreover, let V be a connection on Ly;. Denote 8’ = F*0 € Q'(N, L}). Finally denote by
V’ = f*V the pull-back connection. For every x € N we then have the diagram

0 Afrx TN Ly, 0

| N |
0 ———F 4w 7 > oM Ly ——— 20

| | l w

0 R TIN AL 0

il — s Af -
0 R TroM A0 0

where the front vertical arrows are the Morita curvature of 8 determined by the connection V at the
point f(x), and the back vertical arrows are the Morita curvature of 8’ determined by V’ at the point
x. We know already from Proposition 4.8 that the diagonal arrows on the top and the bottom of the
diagram form quasi-isomorphisms. Moreover, a straightforward computation, that we leave to the
reader, shows that the diagram (4.14) commutes. We have thus proved the following

Proposition 4.15. Let (F, f),0’,0, V',V be as above. Then the Morita curvatures of ¢, 6 (with respect
to V', V) at the points x, f (x) are related by quasi-isomorphisms as in diagram (4.14).

4.5. Definition and Examples. We are now ready to take care of the aspect (A5) of the definition
of a contact structure in the Introduction, and give a definition of 0-shifted contact structure. Let
(L = Lp;; G =2 M) be an LBG.
Definition 4.16. A 0-shifted contact structure on L is an Ly-valued 1-form § € Q' (M, Ly) such that
20 = 0 and the Morita curvature at x is a quasi-isomorphism for all points x € M.

The notion of 0-shifted contact structure is Morita invariant in the sense of the following

Theorem 4.17. Let (F, f): (L' 3 L;H 3 N) — (L 3 Lyi; G =3 M) be a VB Morita map of LBGs.
Then the assignment 0 +— F*0 establishes a bijection between 0-shifted contact structures on L and
0-shifted contact structures on L.

Proof. According to [20, Theorem 8.8] the assignment 6 +— F*0 establishes a bijection between 0-
closed Lys-valued 1-forms on M and o-closed L};-valued 1-forms on N. It remains to prove that 6 is
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a 0-shifted contact structure if and only if so is F*0. But this immediately follows from Proposition
4.15, the last part of Remark 4.13 (see diagram (4.13)), and the essential surjectivity of f. O

Remark 4.18. For the last part of the previous proof, one can avoid using diagram (4.13) and RUTHs,
by working only with Morita maps which are surjective and submersive on objects. This is always
possible as the latter (like generic Morita maps) do also generate Morita equivalence (see, e.g., [28,

Theorem 1.73]). o
Remark 4.19. From Theorem 4.17 a 0-shifted contact structure on an LBG L =3 Ly can actually be
regarded as a structure on the LB stack [Lys/L]. o

Remark 4.20.If 6, # 0 for all x € M, then, as discussed in Remark 4.9, the Morita kernel can be
replaced by (4.9), with its RUTH structure, up to quasi-isomorphisms. Accordingly the definition of
0-shifted contact structure simplifies in this case. Namely, the standard curvature can also be seen
as a (necessarily strict) RUTH morphism:

0 A Ky 0 0
l % l . (4.15)
0 0 K At 0
0

To show this, denote by {R;Z}kzo the structure operators of the adjoint RUTH and by {R;Z#}kzo the
structure operators of the L-twisted dual RUTH. By degree reasons, it is enough to prove that, for
anyg: x - yinG

.
RgoRI(g) =RT' () oRy: Ky — K;,y.
This boils down to the following identity
dV0(v, dt(hy-1(v')) = g71.d" 0(dt(hy(v)),’) (4.16)

forallv € Ky, and all o’ € Kp,y, where h is the Ehresmann connection defining the adjoint RUTH.
To prove (4.16), let w = (6,0) € Q% (Ly), let § € DLy, 8" € DyLy be such that 6(8) = v,0(8') = 0’,
and let hP: s*DLy — DL be as in Appendix A (A.4). Now, using Equation (2.6), and 90 = 0 (hence
dw = 0) we find:
d¥0(v,dt(hy-1(u))) = w(&,Dt(th_l(cS’))) = w(Dt(é),Dt(h’;_l(a')))

= t((t"0) (5, h01(8)) = t((s"w) (6, K, (8"))

= g_l.w(Ds(S),Ds(hf,l(é’))) = g L.w(Dt(hD(5)),5")

=g 1.dv0(dt(hy(0)),0")

where & = Di(th(S)) € Dy-1L and we used that u, v € Kp.
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The RUTH morphism Ry is related to the Morita curvature by a quasi-isomorphism:
0 Ay Kox

|\A “ KTXM T\LMX
T e

AL 0

AN AN

0 R TiM AL 0

0

showing that 6 is a 0-shifted contact structure if and only if the vertical arrows in (4.15) form a quasi-
isomorphism, i.e. p is injective, hence G is a foliation groupoid, and im p = ker Ry. Notice however,
that there are 0-shifted contact structures 6 for which 6, = 0 for some x (but not all x, see Example
4.24 below). o

The last result of this section is a bijection between 0-shifted contact structures and 0-shifted sym-
plectic Atiyah forms which, in our opinion, represents a strong motivation for Definition 4.16.

Theorem 4.21. Let (L = Ly;;G =3 M) be an LBG. The assignment 0 — o = (0,0) establishes a
bijection between 0-shifted contact structures and 0-shifted symplectic Atiyah forms on L.

Proof. Choose once for all a connection V on Ly;. We have to prove that the Morita curvature of 0 is
a quasi-isomorphism at the point x € M if and only if the cochain map (4.3) is a quasi-isomorphism.
Interestingly, the mapping cones of the Morita curvature and that of (4.3) do actually agree. Namely,
the mapping cone of (4.3) is

_ + 3
0 Ay —25 DLy —2> JiLy -2 Al 0. (4.17)

Under the direct sum decomposition DLy = TM @ R, § — (0(5), fv(5)), the map D: A — DLy
becomes

(p,Fy): A TM®R, awrs (p(a),Fy(a)),

and w: DLy — J'La becomes

v T
(d_: 90) :TM@®R — T'M @ Ly.
Hence, the mapping cone (4.17) becomes
o dvo of Topt
0 A, — 27 TXM@R(‘GAT;'MeaLM,X A SN 0, (4.18)

which is exactly the mapping cone of the Morita curvature of 6 at the point x € M. As the mapping
cone is acyclic if and only if the cochain map is a quasi-isomorphism, this concludes the proof. O

Remark 4.22.Let (L =3 Ly;; G =3 M) be an LBG equipped with a 0-shifted contact structure 6 and
let @ be the corresponding 0-shifted symplectic Atiyah form. It follows from the exactness of the
sequence (4.17) and from o being skew-symmetric, that d := 2dim M — dim G is odd. The integer d
is sometimes referred to as the dimension of the differentiable stack [M/G] [4]. When G is a foliation
groupoid, then d agrees with the dimension of the leaf space. 3
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Remark 4.23. Let Q =3 P be a Lie groupoid and let 4 be a principal action of R* on Q by Lie groupoid
isomorphisms. Let G = Q/R*, and M = P/R”. It is clear that G =3 M is a Lie groupoid. Moreover,
the line bundles L — G, Ly — M associated to the principal R*-actions on Q, P fit in an obvious
LBG (L =3 Ly; G = M). Now let § € Q' (M, L) and © € Q'(P) be as in Remark 2.7. The assignment
0 — dO establishes a bijection between 0-shifted contact structures on L and homogeneous 0-shifted
symplectic structures of degree 1 on Q =3 P. This can be easily seen, e.g., using Theorem 4.21 and
the relationship between degree 1 homogeneous differential forms and Atiyah forms, for which we
refer the reader to [39]. o

We conclude this section with some examples.

Example 4.24. Unlike for 0-shifted symplectic structures, a Lie groupoid supporting a 0-shifted con-
tact structure 6 needs not be regular. The rank of the anchor drops exactly at points x where 6, = 0.
Here we discuss a 0-shifted contact structure 8 such that 0, is generically non-zero, but 8, = 0 along a
submanifold (of positive codimension). Begin with M = R? with standard coordinates (x, y) and the
vector field X = ya%' Denote by A — M the Lie algebroid defined as follows. Set A = Ry = R* xR,
the anchor p: A — TM maps 1y, the constant function equal to 1, to the vector field X, and the Lie
bracket of two functions f,g € I'(A) = C*(M) is

[f.9] = fX(9) — gX(f).

The Lie algebroid A is integrable (as all rank 1 Lie algebroids) and it integrates to the Lie groupoid
G = M defined by the flow &~ : (x, y;€) — (x,e°y) of X: G = M xR with coordinates (x, y; ¢). Then

stryse) = (ny), tnye) = (xey), m((x.eyse), (¥, yse)) = (. yse+¢),
and, moreover
u(xy) = (xy;0), i(xyse) = (x,ey;—e).

We let G act on the trivial line bundle R with coordinates (x, y;r) via

(x y;8).(x, ys7) = (x, e y; €°r).
The infinitesimal action D : A — DR then maps 11 to Dy, = ya% — I In particular D is injective.
The Rs-valued 1-form
0 =ydx®1y
is a 0-shifted contact structure on the LBG G < IRys. To see this, first notice that 0 is invariant under
the G-action on Ry;. Equivalently, 90 = 0. For the “non-degeneracy of the Morita curvature” we

prefer to use Theorem 4.21. So let w = (0,0) be the 9-closed Atiyah 2-form on Ry, corresponding
to 0. It is easy to see that

o= (dyAndx—ydx ANT") @ 1y
where we are denoting by (dx, dy, I") the basis of I'((DIRy)*) dual to the basis (a_ax’ aiy’ I) of T (DR ).
It follows that
kerw = Span(9D;,,) = im D.
We conclude that w is a 0-shifted symplectic Atiyah form, hence 0 is a 0-shifted contact structure.
Clearly 6 y) = 0 when y = 0. o

The next example is a significant generalization of Example 4.24 and has been suggested to us by
one of the referees.
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Example 4.25. Let h be an action of R* on a manifold P. Denote by & the infinitesimal generator of
h. The Lie group R™ acts on the trivial line bundle Rp as follows: &.(p,r) := (h:(p), er), and we will
need to consider both the action groupoid G := R*xP =3 Pand the actionLBG L := R*xRp =3 Rp.
We know from Remark 2.7 that, when h is a principal action, then degree 1 homogeneous symplectic
forms on P correspond bijectively to contact forms on P/IR* with values in the line bundle Rp/R*.
We want to show that, when the action h is not principal, yet degree 1 homogeneous symplectic
forms on P correspond bijectively to 0-shifted contact structures on L. To see this begin with a 1-
form 0 € Q'(P) = Q'(P,Rp). The condition 96 is equivalent to 6 being homogeneous of degree
1 (beware that here 9 is the simplicial differential on forms with values in the nerve of L, not the
simplicial differential on ordinary forms). In this case w = df € Q*(P) is also homogeneous of
degree 1, and 6§ = igw. Fix the trivial connection V on Rp and notice that, with this choice, the
sequence (4.18) boils down to

w 0
—&,id - i
0 R &) TxPEBIRM TPoR —2 9 5 ) 0, (4.19)

which is exact if and only w is non-degenerate. This shows that the assignment 6 — df establishes a
bijection between 0-shifted contact structures on L and degree 1 homogeneous symplectic structures
on P whose inverse is given by w — igw. o

Example 4.26. Let Lg — B be a line bundle. The unit groupoid Lg =3 Lp is an LBG over the unit
groupoid B =3 B. A 0-shifted contact structure on Lg =3 Lg is the same as an ordinary Lg-valued
contact 1-form 8 € Q'(B, Lg). Now, let M — Bbea surjective submersion, and let G = MxgM 3 M
be the corresponding submersion groupoid. Set Lys = MXpLg. Then G acts on Ly in the obvious way.
The associated action groupoid L = G < Ly is an LBG over G. Moreover, the projection z: L — Lp is
actually a VB Morita map onto the unit LBG. It follows from Theorem 4.17 that the 0-shifted contact
structures on L are exactly the pull-backs 7*0 of some Lg-valued contact 1-form 6 on B. In other
words, those 6 € Q! (M, Lyy) for which there is a well-defined contact reduction under the projection
LM i LB- <&
Example 4.27 (Contact structures on orbifolds). Let G =3 M be a proper and étale groupoid (in
particular the isotropy groups Gy, x € M, are finite). The orbit space X := M/G is an orbifold and
G defines an orbifold atlas on X as follows. Let x € M, and let U € M be an open neighborhood of
x such that the restricted groupoid Gy = (s X t) "' (U x U) =3 U identifies with an action groupoid
Gx x U 3 U, where G, acts (linearly) on U via a diffeomorphism U = T, M. The projection U —
U/Gy € X, together with the G,-action on U, can be seen as an orbifold chart, and X is covered by
such charts. If U,V — X are two such charts, and x € U NV, then a chart compatibility is provided
by any open subset W C (s x t)"}(U x V) such that s: W — U and t: W — V are both embeddings
around x. Finally, let L =3 Ly be an LBG over G =3 M, so that the orbit space Ly = Ly/Lis a
line bundle (in the category of orbifolds) over X. With this reminder, it should be clear that a 0-
shifted contact structure on L is equivalent to a contact structure on X (i.e. a group invariant contact
structure on each chart which is additionally preserved by chart compatibilities [25, Definition 2.3.1])
with normal line bundle given exactly by Lx. From Theorem 4.17 the same is true for any orbifold
groupoid, i.e. a proper foliation groupoid, presenting the orbifold X (remember that a groupoid is a
foliation groupoid if and only if it is Morita equivalent to a proper, étale groupoid). We leave the
obvious details to the reader. o
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5. +1-SHIFTED CONTACT STRUCTURES

In this section we introduce +1-shifted contact structures. The discussion will parallel that of Sec-
tion 4. Specifically, we will begin with +1-shifted symplectic Atiyah forms (Section 5.2), and then
pass to a more classical definition in terms of line bundle valued 1-forms, paying again attention
to all the aspects listed in the Introduction and their interaction with Morita equivalences. Given a
multiplicative line bundle valued 1-form (aspects (A1)-(A2)), we define its Morita kernel (aspect (A3)
- Section 5.3), and its Morita curvature (aspect (A4) - Section 5.4). Eventually, we will explain what
does it mean for the Morita curvature to be “non-degenerate” in a Morita invariant way (aspect (A5)),
and we will get our ultimate definition (Section 5.5). We will conclude with two examples. Although
the situation is more involved for +1-shifted contact structures, there are some features which are
surprisingly simpler here than in the 0-shifted case. Namely, the Morita kernel is a plain VBG and
the Morita curvature is a plain VBG morphism in the +1-shifted case (no need to use RUTHs).

5.1. +1-Shifted Symplectic Structures. First we recall the definition of +1-shifted symplectic
structure [42, 22, 8]. We adopt the equivalent definition from [18, Section 5.2] for the “non-
degeneracy” condition. So, let G = M be a Lie groupoid with Lie algebroid A. A multiplicative
form on G is a differential form w € Q°(G) such that dw = 0. The sharp map of a multiplicative
2-form o € Q*(G), also denoted w, is a VBG morphism w: (TG =3 TM) — (T*G =3 A*) between
the tangent and the cotangent groupoids.

Definition 5.1. A +1-shifted symplectic structure on G is a pair (w, Q) consisting of a 2-form w €
Q?(G) and a 3-form Q € Q*(M) such that dw = 0 (i.e. w is multiplicative), do = 9Q, dQ = 0, and,
moreover, w: TG — T*G is a VB Morita map. The gauge transformation of a +1-shifted symplectic
structure (w, Q) on G by a 2-form a € Q%(M) is the +1-shifted symplectic structure ( + da, Q +da).
A +1-shifted symplectic groupoid is a Lie groupoid equipped with a +1-shifted symplectic structure.

From Theorem 3.4, w: TG — T*G is a VB Morita map if and only if the cochain map induced on
fibers

0 A, —2 S T M —> 0
wl/ J/w
0 LM —— A} 0

is a quasi-isomorphism for all x € M. Notice that, as the map w: .M — A} is just the opposite
of the transpose of the map w: A, — T, M, then the latter is an isomorphism in cohomology if and
only if so is the former.

Remark 5.2. That the gauge tranformation (0’ = w + da, Q" = Q + da) of a +1-shifted symplectic
structure (o, Q) is a +1-shifted symplectic structure as well has been proved in [42, Proposition 4.6].
It also follows from Theorem 3.4. Indeed dw’ = 0, dw’ = 9Q’ and dQ’ = 0. Moreover, the VBG
morphism w’: TG — TG induces the following map on the fibers over x € M:

p

0 Ay TM——0

w':w+8al/ J/w’:wﬂ?a s

0 ‘M Al

pe * X
P
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but da = s*a — t"a: Ay — TM vanishes on ker p, showing that © and v’ do actually induce the
same map in the cohomology of the fibers in degree —1 (hence in degree 0 as well). 3

The notion of +1-shifted symplectic groupoid is Morita invariant in an appropriate sense (see [42,
15], see also [32]). First of all, let f: H — G be a Morita map between Lie groupoids and let (w, Q)
be a +1-shifted symplectic structure on G. Then ("o, Q) is a +1-shifted symplectic structure on H
(see, e.g., [15, Lemma 2.28]). Now, two +1-shifted symplectic groupoids (Gy, (w1, Q1)), (Ga, (w2, Q2))
are symplectic Morita equivalent if there exist a Lie groupoid H, and Morita maps

H
LN
G, G,

such that the +1-shifted symplectic structures (f;" w1, fi"Q1), (f; w2, f5 Q2) agree up to a gauge trans-
formation. Symplectic Morita equivalence is an equivalence relation. Moreover, given a +1-shifted
symplectic groupoid (G, (w1, Q1)) and a Morita equivalent Lie groupoid G, then there exists a +1-
shifted symplectic structure (w2, Q2) on G, such that (Gy, (w1, Q1)) and (Gg, (w2, Q2)) are symplectic
Morita equivalent. The +1-shifted symplectic structure (w,, Q) is unique up to gauge transforma-
tions. These latter facts motivate the following

Definition 5.3. A +1-shifted symplectic structure on the differentiable stack [M/G] is a symplectic
Morita equivalence class of +1-shifted symplectic groupoids (G = M, (w, Q)) representing [M/G].

5.2. +1-Shifted Symplectic Atiyah Forms. First we translate Definitions 5.1 and 5.3 to the realm
of Contact Geometry using Atiyah forms. Take again an LBG (L =3 Ly;; G =3 M), and let A be the Lie
algebroid of G. Similarly as for ordinary differential forms, we say that an Atiyah form v € Q},(L) is
multiplicative if 0w = 0. The sharp map of a multiplicative Atiyah 2-form w € Q},(L), also denoted
, is a VBG morphism w: (DL = DLy) — (J'L =3 AT) (this can be easily proved either by hands,
or combining the analogous result for ordinary 2-forms with the homogenization techniques of [39,
Section 2]).

Definition 5.4. A +1-shifted symplectic Atiyah form on the LBG L is a pair (w, Q) consisting of an
Atiyah 2-form w € QJZJ (L) and an Atiyah 3-form Q € Q3D (Lpr) such that 9w = 0 (i.e. w is mul-
tiplicative), dpw = 9Q, dpQ = 0, and, moreover, w: DL — J'L is a VB Morita map. The gauge
transformation of a +1-shifted symplectic Atiyah form (w, Q) on L by an Atiyah 2-form « € QZD (Lp)
is the +1-shifted symplectic Atiyah form (w + da, Q + dpa). A +1-shifted symplectic Atiyah LBG is
an LBG equipped with a +1-shifted symplectic Atiyah form.

From Theorem 3.4, w: DL — J'L is a VB Morita map if and only if the cochain map induced on

fibers

0 Ay —2 DLy — 0

wl l“’ (5.1)

0 Iy Al 0

DT

is a quasi-isomorphism for all x € M. The map w: DyLy, — Al is the opposite of the twisted
transpose of the map w: A, — J!Ly, hence the latter is an isomorphism in cohomology if and only
if so is the former.
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Remark 5.5. That the gauge transformation (w + da, Q + da) of a +1-shifted symplectic Atiyah form
(w, Q) is a +1-shifted symplectic Atiyah form as well can be proved exactly as in the symplectic case,
see Remark 5.2. Notice however that in the symplectic Atiyah case, the situation is actually simpler
as every +1-shifted symplectic Atiyah form (w, Q) can be gauge transformed into one of the type
(w’,0), hence dpw’ = 0, in other words «’ = (6,0). Indeed, as the der-complex is acyclic, it follows
from dpQ = 0 that Q = —dpa for some a € QJZJ (Lp). Now, gauge transform (w, Q) by a. o

The notion of +1-shifted symplectic Atiyah form is Morita invariant in an appropriate sense. In-
deed, the following facts can be proved by a translation from the symplectic case. They are also a
consequence of the results in Section 5.5 (in particular Theorem 5.32). First of all, let F: L’ — L be
a VB Morita map between LBGs and let (w, Q) be a +1-shifted symplectic Atiyah form on L. Then
(F*w, F*Q) is a +1-shifted symplectic Atiyah form on H. Now, two +1-shifted symplectic Atiyah
LBGs (Ly, (w1, 1)), (La, (w2, Q2)) are symplectic Morita equivalent if there exist an LBG L', and VB
Morita maps

Ll
L L,

such that the +1-shifted symplectic structures (F; wq, F; Q), (F,w2, F, Q) agree up to a gauge trans-
formation. Symplectic Morita equivalence is an equivalence relation. Moreover, given a +1-shifted
symplectic Atiyah LBG (Ly, (w1, Q1)) and a VB Morita equivalent LBG L,, then there exists a +1-
shifted symplectic Atiyah form (w,, Q) on L, such that (L;, (w1, Q1)) and (Ly, (ws, Q2)) are sym-
plectic Morita equivalent. The +1-shifted symplectic Atiyah form (w;, Q) is unique up to gauge
transformations. These latter facts motivate the following

Definition 5.6. A +1-shifted symplectic Atiyah form on the LB stack [Ly/L] is a symplectic Morita
equivalence class of +1-shifted symplectic Atiyah LBGs (L =3 Ly, (w, Q)) representing [Ly/L].

5.3. Morita Kernel. Our next aim is to provide a definition of +1-shifted contact structure. We will
follow the same strategy as in Section 4 and go through all aspects (A1)-(A5) of the definition of
a contact form in the Introduction, paying attention to Morita invariance. We say that a form 6 €
Q°*(G, L) is multiplicative if 90 = 0. This multiplicativity condition agrees with the multiplicativity
condition for VB valued forms in [14] under the isomorphism L = t*Ly. Notice that, from Remark
4.4, an Atiyah form is multiplicative if and only if so are its components.

Now let § € Q!(G, L) be a multiplicative 1-form (aspect (A2)). The kernel of 6 is not a well-defined
subgroupoid of TG = TM in general, because its dimension jumps at points g € G where 6, = 0.
However, interestingly, we can always make sense of ker § as a differentiable stack (aspect (A3)).
Namely, similarly as we did for 0-shifted contact structures, inspired again by the homotopy kernel
in Homological Algebra, we construct a VBG playing the role of ker § up to Morita equivalences.
The latter VBG is given by (TG @ L =3 TM @ Ly;; G = M) with structure maps defined as follows:
source and target are given by

s(0,4) = (s(v),s(1)), t(0,4) = (t(v),t(A+6(v))), ve€TG, A€l
the unit map is given by

u(v,A) = (u(o),u(A)), veTM, Ae€Ly,
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the inversion is given by
(0, )71 = (o—l,sg—}l (t(A+ 0(0)))), vET,G, Ael,
Finally the multiplication is given by

7 97 ’ - ’ ’ ’ 2
(v,)t)(o,)t):(Uv,sg;,(s()t))), (0.0) € TggyG?,  (A2) eL?

Proposition/Definition 5.7. For any multiplicative 1-form 6 € Q'(G,L), TG @ L =3 TM @ Ly with
the structure maps defined above is a VBG over G =3 M that we call the Morita kernel of 6 and we also
denote by MKjy.

The proof is a straightforward computation to check the VBG axioms. The core of the Morita

kernel is A, the Lie algebroid of G, and the core-anchor is (p,f): A — TM & Ly, where p is the
anchor and £y: A — Ly is the restriction of 6 to A.
Remark 5.8. Remember from [24] that there is an equivalence of categories between VBGs and 2-
term RUTHs. One should compare the Morita kernel of a multiplicative 1-form being a VBG with
the Morita kernel of a 9-closed 1-form 6 € Q'(M, Ly) being a 3-term RUTH (Remark 4.5). As already
announced, the situation is surprisingly simpler in the +1-shifted case. 3
The Morita kernel does only depend on the 9-cohomology class of 8 in the complex (4.4) up to VB
Morita equivalences in the sense of the following
Proposition 5.9. Let 0, 0’ € Q'(G, L) be multiplicative and d-cohomologous 1-form: 6 — 0’ = da for
some o € Q' (M, Ly). Then the map A: MKy — MKjy: defined by setting A(v,A) = (v, +s*a(v)) is a
VB Morita map.

Proof. A straightforward computation shows that A is a VBG morphism. The induced cochain map
on the fibers over x € M is

0 A L9 T M@ Ly —> 0
‘ lA , (5.2)
0 Ay LM Lyxy — 0
(P’fe’) >
where A(v,1) = (0, A+ a(v)), v € LM, A € Lyx. But, from 0 — 0" = 9a, we get by = fy+ a0 p,
whence (5.2) is a quasi-isomorphism, and the claim follows from Theorem 3.4. O

The Morita kernel is Morita invariant in the sense of the following
Proposition 5.10. Let (F, f): (L’ 3 Ly;H =3 N) — (L 33 Ly; G =3 M) be a VB Morita map between
LBGs, and let 0 € Q'(G, L) be a multiplicative L-valued 1-form. Then the map F: MKpg — MKp
defined by setting F(v, 1) = (df (v), F(A)) is a VB Morita map.

Proof. Denote by Ag, Ay the Lie algebroids of G, H. From Theorem 3.4 and [18, Corollary 3.8], for
all x € M, the vertical arrows in

PH

0 AHx T,.N 0
dfl ldf (5.3)

0 — AG,f(x) HPG M —— 0
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form a quasi-isomorphism. As for F, a straightforward computation shows that F is a VBG morphism.
The induced cochain map on the fibers over x € N and f(x) € M is

Lo
0 — > Apy Z2PY TN L) —> 0

dfl lp (5.4)

0o— AG,f(x) m TxMGBLM’x —> 0

But g = F lo fo,f(x) © df. It is easy to check from the latter formula, from the definition of F,
and from (5.3) being a quasi-isomorphism, that (5.4) is a quasi-isomorphism as well. The claim now
follows from Theorem 3.4. O

Remark 5.11. In the case when 0, # 0 for all g € G, then Ky := ker & = TM is a VB subgroupoid of
TG =3 TM with core C = ANker 0 (see, e.g., [14, Lemma 3.6]). Actually, the inclusion in: Ky — MKjp
is a VB Morita map. Indeed, it is a VBG morphism over the identity, which is a Morita map, and the
induced cochain map on fibers over x € M is

0 Cy M 0

l l , (5.5)

0 Ay TM& Ly, ——> 0
(p.to) ’

where the vertical arrows are the inclusions. Clearly (5.5) is a quasi-isomorphism for all x. This
motivates replacing Ky by MKp in the general case. 3

5.4. Morita Curvature. Let § € Q'(G, L) be a multiplicative 1-form. The next step is defining
the “curvature” of € in a Morita invariant way (aspect (A4)). First of all, applying the twisted dual
VBG construction (Example 3.1) to MKy we obtain the VBG MKg = T'G®Rg =3 AT, where

R = G X R — G is the trivial line bundle over G. The structure maps of MK; are explicitly given
by:
' e The source and the target of (¢, r) € TJ G® R, g € G, are given by
<s(¢, r), a> = —s(gb, 0y - a_1> —rf(a), a € Ag(g),
() = 1 -0,) i€ Ay,
e The unit over ¢ € Al, x € M, is given by
u(y) = (Y opry,0),

where pr,: T,G — A, is the projection with kernel T, M.
e The multiplication between two composable arrows (¢, r) € T; GeRand (y',1r') € T;,GEB]R,

(9.9) €GP is (¥,r+r") € T;g,G @ R where V¥ is given by
(¥,00") = sg_gl, (g'_l.s(w, v) +s(ro(v) + (¥, 0'))), (v,0") € T(g’g,)G(z).
e The inverse of (¢,r) € TgTG ®R,g€G,is(¢,-r) € T;-:G ® R where
(¢p,0) = —sgiﬂt(tﬁ,v*) —rf(v), ©v€ TG
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The core of MK; is T"M @ Ry and the core-anchor is ,0T + t’; :T"Me Ry — AT
It turns out that the role of the curvature is played, in this case, by an appropriate VBG morphism
MRg: MKy — MK ;. In order to define MRy we need a connection V on Ly;. The difference s*V —t*V

between the pull-back connections on L — G along the source and the target s,t: L — Ly is a
1-form ny € Q'(G).

Lemma 5.12. The 1-form ny is multiplicative. Moreover ny|4 = Fy (see Diagram (3.4) for the definition
of the linear form Fy: A — Ry).

Proof. For the first part of the statement, denote by pr, ,: L® = L%, L — L the projections onto
the two factors. Then

m'ny = m*s*V —m*t*'V = prys*V — prit*V
= pr,s*V — pryt*V + pris*V — prit*V = priny + priny,
where we used thatsom =sopr,andtom =t opr,.

For the second part of the statement, let A3y € T'(Lyr), A = s* Ay and x € M. Then locally, around
x, s* Ay = ft* Ay, for some function f € C7(G) such that f|y = 1. Hence, for any a € A,, we have

UV(a)Ax = (S*V)aA - (t*v)a/1 = _(t*v)a(ft*AM) = _a(f)AM,x - Vp(a)AM,
and
FV(a)Ax = FV(a)AM,x = DaAM - Vp(a)/lM-

Now let a = % le=0g (&) be the velocity of a curve g(e): x — x(¢) in the s-fiber over x. Then
d _ d _
Dalm = %L{‘:O g(¢) 1-/1M,X(f) = d_g|s:0 t (sg(lg)—l (AM,S(Q(S)‘I)))
d . d I
= oo t (5 2m)g(01) = 2=lemo t (£ (906 ™) (¢ Aar) oy

= Lo £ 90 ") Mo = diC@) () A
= (p(@)() - a(F)0) A = ~al e

where, in the last step, we used that f is constant on M. This concludes the proof. ]

Remark 5.13. Let V' be another connection on Ly;. The difference ayys = V — V' is a 1-form on M.
Moreover, §y —jy: = day y-. In other words the d-cohomology class »;, := [nv] of ny is independent
of V and it is a “characteristic class” attached to the LBG L. Clearly s is the obstruction to the
existence of a G-invariant connection on Lyy, i.e. a connection V such that s*V = t*V. o

We are now ready to define a stacky version of the curvature of 8. Recall from the discussion

preceding Proposition 5.10 the explicit description of the twisted dual VBG MK‘;f = T"M@®Rg of the
Morita kernel and consider the VB morphism

v Y
MRy = (d 0 ’7V) : MKy — MK}, (”) - (‘Ud f+18 ”V).
A —nv(v)
Proposition/Definition 5.14. The VB morphism MRy is a VBG morphism which acts on units as
follows:

MRp: TM @& Ly — AT, (3) > (1,d" V0)[a+ A @ ya
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(combine Diagram (5.10) with Remark 5.16 to get a more intrinsic description of the action of MRy on
units) . We call this VBG morphism the Morita curvature of 6.

Proof. The proof is an easy computation which uses Proposition 2.2. For instance, for the source,
take g € G, a € Ay(y), v € T,G and A € L;. Then

<s(MR9(v, M), a> = <s(tvdt*ve +A® nv, —nv(v)), a>
=—s (dt*VG(v, O;G . a_l)) —s (Anv(ogG . a_l)) +1nv(v)0(a)
- s (df*Ve(u, 010 . a_l)) +nv(0)0(a) + ny (@)s(A), (5.6)

where we used that 5y is a multiplicative form. In order to compute the first summand in (5.6),
consider w = (6,0) € QZD (L), and apply Equation (2.6) to the case o(§) = v and §’ = OgDL ~a”'. We
get

=5 (d70(,00 - @)} = =s(w(8,00" - a™)) + fiw (§)s(0(05% - a™) = fi-v (00" - a)s(0(0)).
But w is a multiplicative Atiyah form, so

Migs(n (@805 ™)) = mg ), (@(5- Ds(8)),05" - a™) = pry (o)) (@(Ds(8),a71)),
whence, using that s om = s o pr,,

s(w (8, O?L ca” ") = w(Ds(8),a™') = —w(Ds(6), a). (5.7)
From the multiplicativity of 8 we also get

s(9(O§G ca M) =0(a"") = -0(a). (5.8)

Substituting (5.7) and (5.8) in (5.6), and using that f~yv = fy o D¢, so that ft*V(OgDL ~a™!) =0, we get

(s(MRo(0.2)). @) = ©(Ds(8),a) = fi-5(8)0(a) + 1% (2)0(a) + 15 (a)5(2)
= 0(Ds(5).a) ~ fr(Ds(8))0(a) + yy (a)s(A),

where, for the last equality, we used that

19(0) = iy (8) = (5'V)y = (1'V)y = 8+ (1'V)y = ~fiov(8) = ~fy (Ds()).
On the other hand, applying Equation (2.6) to the case § ~» Ds(8) and ¢’ ~» a € Dy(4) L we get

(MRy (s(0),5()), @) = 4" 70(5(0), a) + v (@s(2)

o(Ds(8).a) = firy (Ds(8))8(a) + fi-v (@)0(s(0)) + v (a)s(2)
o(Ds(8).a) - fr (Ds(8))8(a) + nv(a)s(A)
(s(MRo(0,2)), ),

where we used that 6(s(v)) = 0 (from the multiplicativity). We conclude that s o MRy = MRy o s, as
desired. Compatibility with all other structure maps is similar and we leave it to the reader. O
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Remark 5.15. For a generic connection V, d* ¥ 0 is not multiplicative. It rather satisfies the following
identity:

8(dt*V9) = prinv A pr,0. (5.9)
To see this, compute
m'd" Y0 =d" Vm*o

=d"™"V (pr}0 + pry0)

= (d"™"V o pr})0 + (d"P)"Y o pr;)o

=prid VO +pryd" Vo + (d"™V oprj —prod V)6

=prid" VO +prid VO + ((d™Y — d)"V) o pry)6

=prid" V0 +pr;d" Vo + ((tpr,)*V — (spr,)*V) A pr;0

=prid" V0 +pryd" V0 + pri(t*V — s*V) A pri0

=prid" V0 +pryd" V0 — priny A prif,
whence the claim. Now, there exists an alternative straightforward proof of Proposition 5.14 using
Equation (5.9) rather than Atiyah forms and Proposition 2.2. We leave the details to the reader.

Clearly, it follows from (5.9) that, if the connection V is G-invariant, then d*V0is a multiplicative
form. o

As the Morita curvature MRy: MKy — MK‘;f is a VBG morphism, it induces a cochain map on
fibers:

0 A =29 S T M@ Ly, — 0
MRQJ/ J/MRQ , X€EM. (5.10)
0 —> TTMeR ——— Al 0
P+t

Notice that the map MRg: M & Ly, — Ajc is actually minus the twisted transpose of the map
MRy: Ay — T; M @ R (in particular, the latter is an isomorphism in cohomology if and only if so is
the former).

Remark 5.16. A multiplicative vector valued form on a Lie groupoid determines (and, under appropri-
ate connectedness assumptions, is determined by) certain infinitesimal data, the associated Spencer
operator [14] (see also [20] for a more general case). For instance, the Spencer operator of a multi-
plicative L-valued 1-form 0 € Q'(G, L) is the pair (Dy, £5) where £5: A — Ly, just as above, is the
restriction of 6 to A, while Dg: T'(A) — Q!(M, Ly) is the differential operator defined by

Dga=u" (L;0), acTl(A), (5.11)

(see [14], see also [37, Section 10] for this precise version of the definition of Dg). Equation (5.11)
requires some explanations. Here @ € T'(DL) is the right invariant derivation corresponding to a,
and £;60 € Q'(G, L) denotes the Lie derivative of 8 along a:

L£:0(X) = d(0(a)) - 0([0(@). X]), X € X(G).
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Now, it is not hard to see that the map MRy: A — TTM @ Ly takes a section a € T'(A) to
(Doa - dts(@), Fe(a)) € T(TTM @ Lyy). 0

We now prove three “invariance properties” of the Morita curvature, explaining in which precise
sense the Morita curvature is Morita invariant:

(1) the Morita curvature is independent of the connection V up to linear natural isomorphisms
(see Proposition 5.17);

(2) the Morita curvature does only depend on the 9-cohomology class of 8 up to Morita equiva-
lence (see Proposition 5.18);

(3) the Morita curvatures of two 1-forms related by a Morita equivalence are also related by a
Morita equivalence (see Proposition 5.19).

Proposition 5.17. Let V and V' be two connections on Ly;. Then there is a linear natural isomorphism
(Definition 3.7) between the corresponding Morita curvatures.

Proof. Denote by MR and MR’ the Morita curvatures defined through V and V’ respectively. More-
over, set ay y» = V-V’ € Q'(M). The map

h= ( 0 “V’V’) CTM® Ly — T'M® Ry
—ay, v 0

is a homotopy between the cochain maps on the core complexes determined by MR, MR:

0 TM® Ly —— 0

N el

0 —— TTMae Ry 0

Indeed, in degree —1, for any x € M, a € A, and (v, 1) € T,M & Ly, we have
(MR = MR)(@), (0.)) = (@70 = d"70) (a.0) = (5 = 19) (@)
= (t"av,v A 0)(a,0) +t ay v (a)A
= —av,v (0)0(a) + av,v (p(a))A
= (h(p(a),0(a)), (v,2)).

The homotopy condition in degree 0 now follows from the skew-selfadjointness of h. Finally, use
Theorem 3.8. ]

The next two propositions are straightforward.

Proposition 5.18. Let 0,0’ € Q'(G, L) be 9-cohomologous multiplicative 1-forms: 0 — 0’ = da, for
some a € Q'(M, Ly;). Then the Morita curvatures fit in the following commutative square

MKy % MK@

MRel lMRgz ,

il T
MKQ T MKQ,

where A is the VB Morita map defined in Proposition 5.9.
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Proposition 5.19. Let (F,f): (L’ = L\sH =3 N) — (L = Ly;G =3 M) be a VB Morita map
of LBGs, and let 6 € Ql(G, L) be a multiplicative L-valued 1-form. Moreover, let V be a connection
on Ly;. Denote @' = F*0 and V' = f*V. Then the Morita curvatures MRy, MRy fit in the following
‘commutative” pentagon

MKy MK,
MRHIJ/ lMRg
MK}, MK] (5.12)
\ /
F*MK]

where all the other arrows are VB Morita maps (see Proposition 5.10 for the definition of F).

The statement of Proposition 5.19 requires some explanations. Let Ag, Ay be the Lie algebroids of
G, H. The pentagon (5.12) is “commutative” in the following sense: the corresponding pentagon on

the bases is
f

H
H

T~

H

which is trivially commutative, while the corresponding pentagon on the fibers over x € H and
f(x) eGis

0 0
\ . \
Afx AG.f(x)
TN @ Ly 3 Trx)M @ Lag, £ (x)
MRy, \ MRy \
0 0 0 0
\ MRy \ MRy (5.13)
i T
LNeR 0 Mo R
Al I MeR Al
Hx ic) M,f(x)
+
0 AMf ) 0

N

which is a commutative diagram of cochain maps (with all cochain maps being quasi-isomorphisms
except, at the most, for MRy, MRy/).

0
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Remark 5.20. There is another (and more precise) way to express the “commutativity” of (5.12).
Namely, according to [18, Proposition 6.2], a VB Morita map covering the identity is an equivalence,
i.e. there exists an inverse up to linear natural isomorphisms (covering the trivial natural isomor-
phism). Hence there exists an inverse G: MK;, - f* MK‘;f up to linear natural isomorphisms for the

VB Morita map F': f *MK; — MK;,. Now, (5.12) is “commutative” in the sense that the diagram
obtained by replacing F" with G is commutative up to linear natural isomorphisms:

MKy ; MKy

MRy | / o

f ¥
MK@’ W MKG
The best way to see this is via Theorem 3.8. First of all the VBG morphisms K := f o G o MRy and
K’ := MRy o F both cover f: H — G. So, it is enough, for our purpose, to find a smooth homotopy
‘H between the induced cochain maps on the core complexes:

0 TN®Ly —> 0
KuK / \LLK
0— FT Mo Ry frAL 0

In order to construct H, remember that there is a linear natural isomorphism G o F' = id. This
means that there exists a homotopy h between the induced cochain maps on the core complexes:

0 — f'TTMeRy —> AL, —> 0.

\’\h/
Set Hy == hf(x) oMRg o F: LN & Ly — T;(x)M ® R. A direct computation, using that (5.13) is
commutative, now shows that H is the homotopy we were looking for. 3

Remark 5.21. Let 0 € Q'(G, L) be a multiplicative 1-form. Suppose we are also given a 2-form x €
Q?(M, Lyy). Define a new VB morphism MR : MKg — MK; by

d'Vo+a
MR ) = ( K UV).

—nv 0
It is easy to see that MR (g «) is a VBG morphism as well. Moreover, there is a linear natural isomor-

phism MRy = MR (g ). This is a straightforward consequence of Theorem 3.8. Indeed the difference
MR g.x) — MRy induces the following null-homotopic cochain map on fibers:

0 TM® Ly ——> 0

- )

0 —— TTM e Ry 0

It follows that MR ) satisfies the obvious analogues of Propositions 5.17, 5.18 and 5.19. Moreover,
MRy is VB Morita if and only if so is MR g ). We will refer to MR (g ) as the Morita curvature of the
pair (6, k). o



SHIFTED CONTACT STRUCTURES ON DIFFERENTIABLE STACKS 37

5.5. Definition and Examples. We are finally ready to present a stacky version of the aspect (A5)
in the definition of a contact structure in the Introduction and give a definition of +1-shifted contact
structure. Let (L =3 Ly;; G =3 M) be an LBG.

Definition 5.22. A +1-shifted contact structure on L is a pair (6, k) consisting of an L-valued multi-
plicative 1-form 6 € Q'(G, L) and an Ly;-valued 2-form x € Q?(M, Ly) such that the Morita curva-
ture MR(g ) : MKy — MK; is a VB Morita map. The gauge transformation of a +1-shifted contact
structure (6, x) on L by a pair (8,y) € Q' (M, Ly) ® Q*(M, Ly) is the +1-shifted contact structure
(0 + 9B,k +y). A +1-shifted contact LBG is an LBG equipped with a +1-shifted contact structure.

Remark 5.23. That the gauge transformation (6 + 9f, k + y) of a +1-shifted contact structure (6, x) is
a +1-shifted contact structure as well immediately follows from Propositions 5.9, 5.18, Theorem 3.4,
and Remark 5.21. It is clear that every +1-shifted contact structure (6, k) can be gauge transformed
into the +1-shifted contact structure (6, 0). o

The notion of +1-shifted contact structure is Morita invariant in an appropriate sense. First of all
we have the following

Theorem 5.24. Let (F,f): (L' = L\sH = N) — (L =3 Ly;G =3 M) be a VB Morita map, let
0 € Q'(G,L) be a multiplicative L-valued 1-form and let k € Q*(M, Lyy). Then the pair (F*0, F*x) is a
+1-shifted contact structure if and only if so is (0, k).

Proof. 1t is enough to consider the case k = 0, which follows from Proposition 5.19, Lemma 5.25
below, and the essential surjectivity of f. O

Lemma 5.25. Let 0 € Q'(G, L) be a multiplicative L-valued 1-form. If MRy is a quasi-isomorphism on
fibers over the point x € M, then it is a quasi-isomorphism on fibers over every point in the orbit of x.

Proof. There is a direct proof that shows that the canonical actions of an arrow g: x — y in G on
ker p, and coker p, induce isomorphisms in the cohomology of the fibers of the Morita kernel (and
its twisted dual) over x, y, commuting with the Morita curvatures.

There is a more informative proof using RUTHs (see Appendix A), which adopts the same argument
as that in Remark 4.13. We now sketch such proof. We will actually prove that, similarly as in the
case of 9-closed 1-forms on M in Remark 4.13, the map on fibers determined by the Morita curvature
at different points of the same orbit are related by isomorphisms in cohomology.

To do this, choose an Ehresmann connection on G and notice that it allows to split both the exact
sequences

0 t*A MKy — s*(TM® Ly) —> 0,
and
0 — t"(T"M® Ry) — MK, — s"A" —— 0

in the obvious way. Now use the techniques of [24] to construct 2-term RUTHs from MKy, MK;

and the splittings. Denote by {Rk }x>o0, {Rz}kzo the structure operators of such RUTHs. From the
categorical equivalence between VBGs and 2-term RUTHSs [24, 18], the Morita curvature induces a
morphism of RUTHs, and the RUTH morphism identities (A.1) now say (among other things) that,
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for every g: x — y in G, the diagonal arrows in the diagram

0 Ax TxM (52 LM,x 0

l Ay l TyM&Lyy ——> 0
il il
0 — > TIMe R Al 0

\RI(Q) w
AT

0 TyMeR

induce isomorphisms in the cohomology of the fibers of MKy and MK; over x,y which actually
commute with the Morita curvature in cohomology. This concludes the proof. ]

Definition 5.26. Two +1-shifted contact LBGs (Ly, (61, k1)), (La, (62, k2)) are contact Morita equiva-
lent if there exist an LBG L, and VB Morita maps

LI
L L,

such that the +1-shifted contact structures (F; 0y, F; k1), (F, 02, F,k;) agree up to a gauge transforma-
tion.

Remark 5.27. Notice that the 2-forms k1, k; don’t play any role in Definition 5.26. We decided to keep
them therein in view of the relationship between +1-shifted contact structures and +1-shifted Atiyah
forms (see Theorem 5.32 below). o

Proposition 5.28. Contact Morita equivalence is an equivalence relation.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of the analogous statement for the symplectic case. We only
sketch it. As the 2-forms k1, k; don’t play any role in Definition 5.26, we simply ignore them, but they
can be easily restored in the obvious way. Reflexivity and symmetry are obvious. For the transitivity,
let (Ly, 61), (Lo, 02), (L3, 05) be +1-shifted contact LBGs and let

(L, p) (>L"”,p")
F F Gy G
(L1, 64) (Lo, 05) (L3, 03)

be two contact Morita equivalences, i.e.
F;Qz —Fikel —aﬁ, =0, and G;eg —Gfez—aﬂﬂ =0.

The homotopy fiber product [17] L”" of L’ — Ly < L” is an LBG (whose base groupoid G’ = M’ is
the homotopy fiber product of the bases). Moreover, the projections L’ < L’ — L"" are VB Morita
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maps fitting in the following diagram:

L
N
(L") (L”.B") (5.14)
(L1, 01) (L2, 0>) (L3, 0)

The middle square in (5.14) commutes up to a natural transformation T: F, o F = Gj o G. It follows
that

(G10G)"0, — (F, 0 F)"0, = 98
where g = T*0, € Q'(M”’,L}7,,). A straightforward computation now shows that (F; o F)*6; and
(G, o G)*605 agree up to the gauge transformation by G*” — F*f’ + p. i

Theorem 5.29. Let (Ly, (01, k1)) be a+1-shifted contact LBG and let L, be a VB Morita equivalent LBG.
Then there exists a +1-shifted contact structure (0,,x2) on L, such that (Ly, (61,k1)) and (Ly, (62, k2))
are contact Morita equivalent. Moreover the +1-shifted contact structure (0,, x,) is unique up to gauge
transformations.

Proof. We will ignore ki, k; as in the proof of Proposition 5.28. From Corollary 3.16 there exist an

LBG L’ and VB Morita maps
N

Ly Ly

From [20, Theorem 8.8] the assignment F; : 0 — F;0 establishes a bijection between 9-cohomology
classes of multiplicative L;-valued and L’-valued 1-forms (likewise for F,). Therefore, there exists
0, € Q(G,, Ly) and B € QI(M’,L]’W) such that F;0, — F{0; = df. By Theorem 5.24 and Remark
5.23 0, is a +1-shifted contact structure. For the uniqueness, let éz e Q!(G, L,) be another +1-
shifted contact structure on L, such that (Ly, 6;), (Lo, éz) are contact Morita equivalent. Then, by [20,
Theorem 8.8], 6, and 6, are in the same d-cohomology class. This concludes the proof. ]

Proposition 5.28 and Theorem 5.29 motivate the following

Definition 5.30. A +1-shifted contact structure on the LB stack [Lys/L] is a contact Morita equiva-
lence class of +1-shifted contact LBGs (L, (6, x)) representing [Lys/L].

Remark 5.31. When 6§, # 0 for all g € G, then the Morita kernel can be replaced by the plain kernel

Kp up to Morita equivalence (see Remark 5.11). In this case, the standard curvature Ry: Ky — K g is
a VBG morphism and it is related to the Morita curvature by the following commutative diagram

Ky —25 MKy

i i
Ky «—— MK;
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where both the inclusion in: Ky — MKjp and its twisted transpose map are VB Morita maps. It
now follows that, in this case, (0, k) is a +1-shifted contact structure if and only if Ry is a VB Morita
map. o

Finally, we discuss the relationship between +1-shifted contact structures and +1-shifted Atiyah
forms. The following theorem is a stacky analogue of Theorem 2.6, and it is yet another motivation
for Definitions 5.22 and 5.30.

Theorem 5.32. Let (L =3 Ly;; G = M) be an LBG. The assignment
Q*(G,1) @ Q™ (M, Ly) - Q5 (1) 8 Q52 (Lw), (0,6) > (0 = (0,300, Q = (x,0)),

establishes a bijection between +1-shifted contact structures and +1-shifted symplectic Atiyah forms on
L. This bijection intertwines gauge equivalence and contact/symplectic Morita equivalence.

Proof. Let 6 € Q'(G,L), and x € Q*(M, Ly;). Consider the Atiyah forms w = (6, 9k) € Q12) (L) and
Q= (x0) € QSD (Lpg). First notice that

dpw =0Q and dpQ =0.

Moreover, from Remark 4.4, 8 is multiplicative if and only if so is . Even more, (6, k) is a +1-shifted
contact structure on L if and only if (w, Q) is a +1-shifted symplectic Atiyah form. To prove the
latter claim it is enough to show that the Morita curvature of (6, k), equivalently of (6, 0), is a quasi-
isomorphism on fibers if and only if so is w. To do this, we follow a similar strategy as we did for
0-shifted contact structures. So, take x € M. The mapping cone of (5.1) is

(-D.w)

il
0 Ay DyLy @ JiLy <22

Al 0. (5.15)

X

Now, let V be a connection on Ly;. Under the direct sum decompositions DLy = TM @ Ry and
J'Lar = TTM @ Ly, (5.15) becomes

(—p,~Fy.d" ¥0,-6) d*"V0+0"+pT+F]

0 A, TMOR ®T/M® Ly

Al 0.

X

But this is exactly the mapping cone of (5.10), whence the claim. The bijectivity is straightforward.

For the second claim, just notice that the bijection in the statement intertwines the gauge trans-
formation (of +1-shifted contact structures) by (f,y) and the gauge transformation (of +1-shifted
symplectic Atiyah forms) by @ = (f, y). Likewise for contact/symplectic Morita equivalence. ]

Remark 5.33. Let (L 3 Ly;; G =3 M) be an LBG equipped with a +1-shifted contact structure (6, k)
and let (w, Q) be the corresponding +1-shifted symplectic Atiyah form. It then follows by dimension
counting, from w determining a quasi-isomorphism on fibers, that dimG = 2dim M + 1. 3

Remark 534.Let Q =3 P and (L =3 Ly;G =3 M) be as in Remark 4.23. Let § € Q'(G, L)
(resp. k € Q*(M,Ly)) and let © € Q'(Q) (resp. K € Q*(P)) be the corresponsing degree 1 ho-
mogeneous 1-form (resp. 2-form), given by interpreting I'(L) (resp. I'(Lps)) as degree 1 homoge-
neous functions on Q (resp. P). Similarly as in the 0-shifted case (Remark 4.23), the assignment
(6,x) — (dO©,dK) establishes a bijection between +1-shifted contact structures on L and homoge-
neous +1-shifted symplectic structures of degree 1 on Q =3 P. This can be seen using Theorem
5.32 and the relationship between degree 1 homogeneous differential forms and Atiyah forms [39]
again. o
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We conclude the paper with some examples. We will discuss more interesting examples in a forth-
coming work [31].
Example 5.35. Let (G, K) be a contact groupoid in the sense of Dazord [16], i.e. K € TG is a contact
distribution and a Lie subgroupoid of the tangent groupoid TG =2 TM. Then L = TG/K is an LBG
and the projection 8: TG — L is a multiplicative contact form (see, e.g., [13], see also [7]), hence a
+1-shifted contact structure. o

Example 5.36 (Trivial +1-shifted contact structure). Let Lyy — M be a line bundle. Consider the
general linear groupoid G := GL(Lys) =3 M of Lys and denote by (L = Ly;; G = M) the LBG coming
from the tautological action of G on Lys. The core complex of DL =3 DLy, is

0 ——> DLyy =—— DLy ——> 0.

Given any 1-form 0y € Q'(M, Ly), and any 2-form k € Q*(M, Ly), the pair (96, k) is a +1-shifted
contact structure on L, which is actually trivial up to gauge transformations. 3

Example 5.37 (Prequantization of +1-shifted symplectic structures). Recall from [3, 27] the notion
of prequantization of a +1-shifted symplectic structure. Let G = M be a Lie groupoid. An S'-central
extension of G is a Lie groupoid H =3 M together with a Lie groupoid morphism z: H — G being
the identity on objects, and an S'-action on H, making 7: H — G a principal S'-bundle groupoid,
i.e. the following compatibility between the principal action and the groupoid structure holds: if we
denote by * the multiplication in S', and by a dot . the S'-action, then (¢.h)(¢".h") = (¢ * ¢').hh’
forall ¢, ¢’ € S*, and (b, i) € H?.

Let 7: H — G be an S'-central extension. Then a pseudoconnection in H is a pair (6, x) consisting
of a 1-form 6 € Q'(H) on H and a 2-form k € Q*(M) on M, such that 6 is a principal connection 1-
form on H. Finally, let (w, Q) be a +1-shifted symplectic structure on G. A prequantization of (w, Q)
is an S'-central extension 7: H — G with a pseudo-connection (6, k), such that

09 =0, dfd=0x—-rn"w, and dkx=Q. (5.16)

A prequantization (6, x) exists if (w, Q) is an integral cocycle in the total complex of the Bott-
Shulmann-Stasheff double complex [3, Proposition 3.3].

We can regard 0 as a 1-form with values in the trivial LBG Rg — G, i.e. the LBG corresponding to
the trivial action of G on the trivial line bundle Ry;. Then 0 is multiplicative. By definition, 8, # 0
for all h € H and its curvature is Rg = df|k,: K9 — Kg which is VB Morita. To see this, denote by
Ap, Ag the Lie algebroids of H, G. The fiber of Ky over x € M is

P

0 — ApxNKpx T.M 0. (5.17)

If we use drr: TH — TG to identify Ky with 7*H, then (5.17) identifies with

0 Agx —2

M — 0 . (5.18)

Now, from the second one of (5.16), the curvature Ry determines the following cochain map on fibers:

p

0 Acx M — 0
—w—xopl J/—w—p*ok s (5.19)
0 TIM —— A —— 0
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As (w, Q) is a+1-shifted symplectic structure, then w: TG — TG is a VB Morita map and the vertical
arrows in (5.19) are a quasi-isomorphism. We conclude that Ry is a VB Morita map as claimed and
(0, k) is a +1-shifted contact structure. o

Example 5.38 (Dirac-Jacobi structures). +1-shifted symplectic structures are the global structures
on Lie groupoids integrating Dirac structures twisted by a closed 3-form, seen as infinitesimal struc-
tures on the corresponding Lie algebroid [8]. Similarly, +1-shifted contact structures are the global
structures integrating Dirac-Jacobi structures [37].
Let Lyy — M be a line bundle. The omni-Lie algebroid [9] of Ly is the VB DLy := DLy & J'Ly

together with the following structures:

e the projection prp,: DLy — DLy onto DLy;

o the non-degenerate, symmetric L-valued bilinear form of split signature:

(—-): DLy ® DLy — Ly, {(8,9), (8.9)) = (1. &) + (¢, )3

e the bracket on sections:
[--]: T(DLy) X T(DLy) — T(DLy),  [(A¥). (A, 9] = ([A, N, Lay' - tA'leﬁ),

where L, is the Lie algebroid Lie derivative along A.

The omni-Lie algebroid is an instance of an E-Courant algebroid [10], an AV-Courant algebroid [29]
and a contact-Courant algebroid [23], and can be regarded as a contact version of the standard Courant
algebroid: the generalized tangent bundle TM = TM & T*M.

A Dirac-Jacobi structure on Ly is a vector subbundle I. € DLy, which is Lagrangian with respect
to the inner product ((—, —)) and whose sections are preserved by the bracket [[—, —]] ([37], see also
[40, 41]). A Dirac-Jacobi structure is a contact version of a Dirac structure. Any Dirac-Jacobi struc-
ture . — M is a Lie algebroid, with anchor given by p := o o pr,: . — TM, and Lie bracket
given by the restriction of [[—, —]]. Moreover IL acts on Ly via pr,: I — DLy. Dirac-Jacobi struc-
tures encompass contact and pre-contact structures, flat line bundles, locally conformally symplectic
and locally conformally pre-symplectic structures, Jacobi structures, Poisson and Dirac structures as
distinguished examples. Additionally, generalized complex structures in odd dimensions (aka gener-
alized contact structures [38, 36]) can be seen as certain complex Dirac-Jacobi structures. This shows
the wide range of applications of their theory.

One can also define twisted Dirac-Jacobi structures, in the same spirit as twisted Dirac structures
(see [33] for the trivial line bundle case). To do this first notice that one can deform the bracket
[[-, —]] on sections of the omni-Lie algebroid DLy via a dp-closed Atiyah 3-form Q € Q?’D (Lp) as
follows: define the new deformed bracket

[ —1o: T(DLy) x T(DLy) — T(DLy), [[(A ), (A 9], = [(A ). (A9 ] + (0, 1atar Q).
Then (DL, prp, {— =), [[= —1la) is again a contact Courant algebroid. An Q-twisted Dirac-Jacobi
structure on Ly is a vector subbundle of I € DLy which is Lagrangian with respect to ((—, —)) and
whose sections are now preserved by the deformed bracket [—, —] .

Twisted Dirac-Jacobi structures integrate to +1-shifted contact structures in the following sense. First
of all, a Dirac-Jacobi algebroid is a Lie algebroid A — M together with a Lie algebroid isomorphism
A = IL C DLy onto a twisted Dirac-Jacobi structure. Now, let (L =3 Ly;; G = M) be an LBG, and
let A be the Lie algebroid of G. Out of a +1-shifted contact structure (6, k) on L one can construct a
Dirac-Jacobi algebroid structure A = IL. € DLy, twisted by Q = (k, 0) in a canonical way. Moreover,
if G is source-simply connected, then the latter construction establishes a one-to-one correspondence
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between +1-shifted contact structures on L and twisted Dirac-Jacobi algebroid structures A = I C
DLy In the untwisted case Q = 0 (i.e. k = 0) this is essentially [37, Theorem 10.11] together with the
simple remark that a pre-contact groupoid in the sense of [37] is just a rephrasing of an LBG equipped
with a +1-shifted contact structure of the form (6, 0). In the twisted case, the proof is essentially the
same and we omit it.

Notice that, unlike the case of twisted Dirac structures, twisted Dirac-Jacobi structures are not
really new structures with respect to untwisted Dirac-Jacobi structures (i.e. Q = 0). The reason
is essentially the acyclicity of the der-complex. Indeed, from dpQ = 0, we get Q = dpB, where
B=yyQ e QJZJ(LM). The map

Fp: DL - DL, TFg(8,9) = (6, ¢ — 15B),

bijectively transforms Q-twisted Dirac-Jacobi structures to untwisted Dirac-Jacobi structures. More-
over, for every Q-twisted Dirac-Jacobi structure L, the restriction Fg: I — Fg(IL) is a Lie algebroid
isomorphism identifying the infinitesimal actions on Ly;. This shows that Q-twisted Dirac-Jacobi
structures are essentially the same as untwisted Dirac-Jacobi structures, and it is actually the infini-
tesimal counterpart of the remark that every +1-shifted contact structure can be gauge transformed
into a +1-shifted contact structure of the form (6, 0) (Remark 5.23). o

APPENDIX A. REPRESENTATIONS UP TO HoOMoOTOPY

Recall from [1] that a representation up to homotopy (RUTH) of a Lie groupoid G = M is a graded

vector bundle
E= EB E™ > M

meZ
over M (with E usually assumed to be bounded from both sides) equipped with a differential
d¥: C(G;E)* — C(G;E)**! on the C(G)* := C*(G®)-module

C(G;E) = @C(G;E)", C(G;E)" := @ T(t'E™ — GW)

nez k+m=n

where we denote by ¢: G® — M the composition of the projection pr; : G® — G onto the first
factor followed by the target. Similarly, in the following, we will denote by s: G*) — M the compo-
sition of the projection onto the last factor followed by the source. The differential o is required to
give to C(G;E) the structure of a DG module over C(G). A morphism of RUTHs is just a morphism
of DG modules.

According to [1, Proposition 3.2], a RUTH on E is equivalent to a sequence {R }k>0, Where Ry is a
section of the vector bundle

Hom **! (s‘E,t"E) — G

of degree —k + 1 homomorphisms between the indicated pullback graded vector bundles, and the
Ry’s satisfy the following identities: for all k > 0 and all (g1, ...,gx) € G,

k-1 k
D VR 11 2giG51 90 = D (VR (Grs-9) © R j(gons - og0)- (A1)
j=1 j=0

In particular, Ry: E* — E**! is a differential, hence it gives to E the structure of a complex of vector
bundles over M. The Ry’s will be called the structure operators of the RUTH. Similarly, a morphism
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®: E — E’ of RUTHs is equivalent to a sequence {®y }x>¢, where @y is a section of the vector bundle
Hom™* (s"E,t"E’) — G¥),
and the ®;’s satisfy the following identities: for all k > 0 and all (gy,...,gx) € G,
Z (=) ®;(g1,-.-,9;) © Ri(gjs1, - - -» gk)

i+j=k
k-1 (A.2)
= Z R}(gl, .. .,gj) © CDi(gj+1, .. -,gk) + Z(—)]‘I’k—l(gl, 995415 - - - ,gk),
i+j=k J=1

where Ry, R are the structure operators of E, E’. In particular, ®,: (E,R)) — (E’,R)) is a cochain
map. The &;’s will be called the components of the morphism of RUTHs.

If E = E® is concentrated in degree 0, and G acts on E°, then letting R; : s"E® — t*E° being the (left)
action, and Ry = 0 for k # 1, defines a RUTH (giving the standard cohomology of G with coefficients
in E).

In this paper, we also need the adjoint RUTH: choose once for all an Ehresmann connection on G
[1, Definition 2.8], i.e. a right splitting h: s"TM — TG of the exact sequence of VBs over G

0 A TG sSTM —— 0
~~— —
h

which agrees with du: TM — TG on units, and use it to promote the core complex of TG

p

0 A ™ 0 (A.3)

to a RUTH (C(G; A ® TM), 8*%), the adjoint RUTH [1], as follows. Besides the differential R] = p of
the core complex (A.3), the latter RUTH has got only two more non-trivial structure operators, the
1st and the 2nd, denoted RlT, RZT, which are defined as follows: let ® = hods —id: TG — t*A be the
left splitting corresponding to h, then

RlT(g)a = —(Dg(dLg(a)) and RlT(g)U = dt(hg(o)), a€Agg), vE€TyyM,

where Ly is the left translation along g € G, and, moreover

RE (91,9200 = ~0gg, (g, (R (9200) - hy, (). 0 € Ty M,

where we used the multiplication in TG =3 TM.
There is also a RUTH coming from the VBG DL =3 DLy,. Namely, an Ehresmann connection A in
G also induces a right splitting h”: s*DLy; — DL of the exact sequence

0 FA DL §DLy —> 0, (A4)
~—_

hD
as follows. Given § € DyLy, x € M, for every arrow g: x — y, there exists a unique derivation
th(5) € DyL such that a(th(S)) = hy(0(6)), and Ds(th(cS)) = § (see [21, Section 4.1] for more
details). In its turn 4P determines a 2-term RUTH [24]. The underlying cochain complex of vector

bundles is
D

0 A DLy 0, (A.5)
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and besides the differential ROD = D of (A.5), there are only two more non-trivial structure compo-
nents, the 1st and the 2nd, denoted RlD , RZD , which are defined in a similar way as RlT, RZT above:

RP(g)a=RI(g)a and RP(9)s= Dt(h?(é)), a € Agg), 6 € Dy(g) L,
and, moreover
R;(91,92)0 = R; (91,92)0(9). (A.6)
It is easy to see that the symbol intertwines the structure operators R with the structure operators
RT [21]. Moreover RP (g) acts as the identity on endomorphisms R, = End Las(g) € Ds(g) Ly Finally,
RP (g1, g2) vanishes on endomorphisms.
We conclude the appendix recalling that there is an equivalence between the category of RUTHs of
a fixed Lie groupoid G, concentrated in non-positive degrees, and the category of higher VB groupoids
on G, i.e. simplicial vector bundles over G*) (up to some technical aspects, see [19]). Under such

equivalence, RUTHs concentrated in degrees —1,0 correspond to VBGs [24, 18]. For instance, the
adjoint RUTH of G =2 M corresponds to the tangent VBG TG = TM.

AprPENDIX B. ProOOF OF PROPOSITION 4.11

Proof. We have to prove the RUTH morphism identities (A.2), where the Ry are the structure op-
erators of the RUTH living on the Morita kernel, and the R, = R}Z are the structure operators of
the L-twisted dual RUTH. For simplicity of notation, in this proof, for any g € G, we will denote
gr. = R (g) and gpp. := R (g).

For k = 0, we have to prove that ®; o Ry = Rg o @,. This is true because the 0-th component of the
Morita curvature is a cochain map. For k = 1, we have to prove that for any g in G

@) 0 Ri(g) — R} (g) o @) = R 0 ®;(g) + P (g) o Ry,

or, in other words, that for any a € As(g)

Fy (gT~a) - gD-FV(a) = VgT.p(a) - gD~Vp(a)a (Bl)
and that for any v € Ty, M and 0’ € T,y M

d¥0(gr.v,0") - g.dve(v,g}l.v’) = (Vgr.0 —9p.V0)0(v") + (Vg;lﬂ —39p"-V4)9.0(v). (B.2)
In order to prove (B.1), let § € Dy(y) Ly, and compute
f9(9p-8) = 9p.6 = Vo(gp.6) = §°-(8 = Vo(s)) + 9° Vo(s) = Vgr.o(s)
=9gp-f5(8) +9° Vo(5) = Vyr.o(s)-

This shows that

fv(9p-8) = gp-f5(8) = g° Vo) = Vgr.o) (B.3)

and (B.1) follows immediately by putting § = D,.
In order to prove (B.2), use Equation (2.6) to compute

dve(gT.v,v’) = w(gp.6,8") — fyv(gp.6)0(v") + fv(8)0(gr.v),
where v = 0(5),0" = o(8’). Similarly

dV0(v, 97 v") = 0(8,95".8") — f5(8)0(g7"0") + fy(gp'.6)0(v).
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But it easily follows from the multiplicativity of 6 and w that 8(gr.v) = ¢.6(v) and w(gp.5,8’) =
g.w(8,95".8"), whence

d%0(gr.v,w) — 9.d"0(v, g7' - w) = ( Fo(8) - fv(gD.cS))Q(w) + ( Fo(8) - fv(g,gl.a'))g.e(o). (B.4)

Using (B.3) again, we get (B.2).
For k = 2, we have to prove that for any (g,g’) € c®

®g 0 Ry(9.9') — 1(g) o Ri(g') =R} (9) o D1 (¢') + R} (9. 9') © By — P1(g9').
This means that, for any v € Ty, )M,

Fy (R; (9.9)0) + (Vgr.(g7.0) = 90-Vg10) + 90 (Vg0 = 9. Vo) = (Vogr0 = 995-Vo) =0, (B.5)
and that, for any A € Lysq) and v € Tig)M,

gg’.(g’Bl.(Vg%l.U - 95" .V,) + Fy(RI (g1, g7)o)

(B.6)
+ (Vg'}l-(g}l.v) - glal‘vg}l.v) - (V(yg’)}l.v - (gg')Bl.Vv))/l =0.

But
91-(9570) = (99 )10 = p(R; (9.9')0), v € Ty )M,
and, similarly,

9p-(9p-6) — (99 )p.6 = DRg(g,gf)g = DRZT(g,g')J(g), 8 € Ds(g) L,
where we also used (A.6). It follows that the left hand side of (B.5) is
Fy (RzT(g’ g)v) + (Vgr.(g’T-v) - gD-Vg’T.v) +9D~(Vg’T.v ~9p-Vo) = (Vgg’T.v ~99p-Vo)
= (DRZT(g,g’)v - Vp(RZT(g,g’)v)) + (VQT-@,T-U) - gD‘Vg/TJJ) +9D-(Vg’T.v - ngVU) - (Vgg’T,U - gg,DVU)

= gD~(g;)~Vv) - gD~Vg'T.v - gD'(g’D'VU - V?'T-U)
=0.

Clearly, (B.6) follows from (B.5).

For k = 3, the RUTH morphism identity is trivially satisfied because Ly, is a plain representation
(no higher homotopies). We leave the straightforward details to the reader. As, for degree reasons,
there are no higher identities to check, this concludes the proof. ]
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