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SHIFTED SYMPLECTIC STRUCTURE ON POISSON LIE ALGEBROID

AND GENERALIZED COMPLEX GEOMETRY

YINGDI QIN

Abstract. Generalized complex geometry was classically formulated by the language of
differential geometry. In this paper, we reformulated a generalized complex manifold as a
holomorphic symplectic differentiable formal stack in a homotopical sense. Meanwhile, by
developing the machinery for shifted symplectic formal stack, we prove that the coisotropic
intersection inherits shifted Poisson structure. Generalized complex branes are also studied.
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1. Introduction

This paper is the first in a sequence on geometrically understanding the full complexity
of Fukaya categories of symplectic manifolds via a Lie algebroid (groupoid) approach to
generalized geometry, and homotopy holomorphic structures on derived differentiable stacks.

Kontsevich’s celebrated Homological Mirror Symmetry (HMS) conjecture asserts that the
idempotent complete Fukaya Category of a symplectic manifold is derived equivalent to the
category of coherent sheaves on a mirror complex manifold. HMS provides a mathemat-
ical explanation to the mysterious Mirror Symmetry duality in quantum field theory. In
the usual construction, the Fukaya category of a symplectic manifold is built in two stages.
The construction starts with a geometrically constructed category with objects Lagrangian
branes (Lagrangian submanifold equipped with a flat connection), morphisms given by La-
grangian intersections, and compositions and higher associativity corrections defined by a
disk instanton quantization procedure. The actual Fukaya category is then obtained as the
split closure of the geometric category.
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2 YINGDI QIN

In general, the geometric category of Lagrangian branes is too small and the split clo-
sure process adds in a universal way the additional objects needed for homological mirror
symmetry to hold. Finding a geometric incarnation of these extra objects is a challenging
problem that has been around for over twenty years. Analyzing the equations of motion
in the requisite quantum field theories, Kapustin and Orlov[5] proposed that the missing
objects should be realized as coisotropic branes - certain coisotropic submanifolds equipped
with further structures. However, it is hard to define an appropriate Fukaya category in-
cluding coisotropic branes since coisotropic branes behave quite differently from Lagrangian
branes.

In [9], coisotropic branes in the Fukaya category of a symplectic torus is studied by using
a doubling construction which turns a coisotropic brane into a Lagrangian brane on the
doubled symplectic torus. Roughly speaking, the doubled torus of a linear symplectic torus
T is given by the product of T with its dual torus T∨ with a B-field twisted symplectic
structure. Every coisotropic brane can be lifted into a Lagrangian brane on the doubled
torus.

To generalize this doubling construction to an arbitrary symplectic manifold X , a natural
approach will be to consider a formal doubling, i.e. replace X by a version of the cotan-
gent bundle of X in which the cotangent directions are purely formal. A convenient way
to implement this in practice is to take the shifted cotangent bundle T ∗X [1] of the sym-
plectic manifold X as the formal replacement for the doubled torus, and to take the shifted
conormal bundle N∗S[1] of a coisotropic submanifold S as the formal replacement for the
Lagrangian lift of a coisotropic brane. This can be further applied to generalized complex
geometry (which generalizes both symplectic geometry and complex geometry) and general-
ized complex branes (which generalize coisotropic branes on symplectic manifolds) through
a Lie algebroid approach.

In this paper, we showed that a generalized complex manifold X produces a homotopy
holomorphic 1-shifted symplectic structure on a derived differentiable stack which is a defor-
mation of T ∗X [1], and that a generalized complex submanifold in X produces a holomorphic
Lagrangian substack. As a corollary, the derived intersection of two substacks is a holomor-
phic symplectic substack. We may use this to study the intersection theory of two generalized
complex submanifolds.

We also prove that derived intersection of n-shifted coisotropic inherits a n − 1-shifted
Possion structure. This is an anologue of [7]’s theorem on derived Lagrangian intersection.

The algebraic/analytic theory of shifted symplectic structures is well developed [7]. How-
ever, the homotopy holomorphic geometry of differentiable stacks mentioned above is a new
phenomenon in stacky and derived geometry. I developed a Lie algebroid and groupoid
machinery which allows one to codify these novel structures, and used it to show that a
homotopy holomorphic stack admits an anti-holomorphic foliation analogous to the usual
complex geometry. Hence, one can define holomorphic sheaves on the homotopy holomor-
phic stack to be the modules over this anti-holomorphic foliation.

2. Coisotropic branes on tori

A coisotropic brane of a symplectic manifold (X, ω) is a coisotropic submanifold C with
a U(1) connection whose curvature form F vanishes on the isotropic leaves in C and ω−1F
induces a transverse complex structure on C. Lagrangian branes are in particular coisotropic
branes whose underlying submanifolds are Lagrangian.
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In [9] I proposed a new method to extend the geometric Fukaya category of a linear
symplectic torus (T, ω), to include coisotropic submanifolds alongside linear Lagrangian
submanifolds as objects of the extended category. The approach is by considering a twisted
doubling torus T × T∨ of T and lifting coisotropic branes into Lagrangians of T × T∨.

Example 2.1. Let (T = R4/Z4, ω = dr1 ∧ dθ1 + dr2 ∧ dθ2) be the standard symplectic four
torus. Then (C = T, ∇ = d+ 2πir1dθ2 − 2πir2dθ1) is a coisotropic brane. And the induced
complex stucture has complex coordinates r1 − ir2, θ1 + iθ2.

The twisted double torus is T × T∨ = R4/Z4 × R4/Z4, with the symplectic structure
1
2
ω ⊕ −1

2
ω−1 = 1

2
(dr1 ∧ dθ1 + dr2 ∧ dθ2 + dr̂1 ∧ dθ̂1 + dr̂2 ∧ dθ̂2). The lift of the above

coisotropic brane is ({(r1, θ1, r2, θ2, r̂1, θ̂1, r̂2, θ̂2) ∈ T × T∨ : θ̂ = r2, θ̂2 = −r1, r̂1 = θ2, r̂2 =
−θ}, ∇ = d+ 2πir1dθ2 − 2πir2dθ1).

This construction extends to general linear coisotropic branes on tori and leads to the
following

Proposition 2.2 ([9]).

(1) The lift of a coisotropic linear object on T is a Lagrangian submanifold of T × T∨.
(2) The lift is a complex submanifold with respect to a canonical complex structure on

T × T∨.

The Lagrangian Floer theory of T is naturally related to the Lagrangian Floer theory of
the twisted doubling torus T × T∨ of T . However, the morphism spaces that we want to
consider are only certain subspaces of the Floer cohomology in doubled torus, which we call
the “u-part”. The main result, informally, is that the Floer cohomology of two objects in
T is isomorphic to the “u-part” Floer cohomology of their lifts in T × T∨ and that this
isomorphism respects the Floer products.

Theorem 2.3 (Qin [9]). For a pair of Lagrangian branes L, L′ which are mirror to a pair
of line bundles L, L′, let L, L′ be the lifts in double torus. Suppose L′⊗L−1 is ample. Then
the “u-part” Floer cohomology HF ∗

u (L,L′) is isomorphic to HF ∗(L, L′). And for two such
pairs L, L′ and L′, L′′, the following diagram commutes

HF ∗(L′, L′′)⊗HF ∗(L, L′) HF ∗(L, L′′)

HF ∗
u(L

′, L′′)⊗HF ∗
u(L, L′) HFu(L,L′′).

∼= ∼=

By Theorem 2.2, a coisotropic submanifold of T lifts to a Lagrangian submanifold of the
doubled torus which could be studied using Lagrangian Floer theory. Thus, the enlarged
Fukaya category including coisotropic branes is realized as a non-full subcategory of the
Fukaya category of the doubled torus.

3. Poisson manifold and 1-shifted symplectic stack

3.1. Lie algebroid and formal stack.

Definition 3.1. A Lie algebroid over a manifold X is a vector bundle A → X , whose space
of smooth sections is equipped with a Lie bracket which is compatible with the Lie bracket
of tangent vector fields by an anchor map a : A → TX .
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The importance of this concept lies in that quotient stacks by Lie algebroids (or L∞

algebroids) model (derived) formal neighborhoods of manifolds in stacks (or higher stacks).
In fact, given a map f : X → X from a manifold X to a stack (or a higher stack) X , the
relative tangent complex TX/X is natually a Lie algebroid (or L∞ algebroids) over X . And
the map f natually factors as X → [X/TX/X ] → X , where the quotient stack [X/TX/X ] is
canonically identified with the (derived) formal neighborhood of X in X .

Example 3.2. (1) The map X → pt factors through the De Rham stack [X/TX ].
(2) A regular embedding of manifolds Y → X factors through the formal neighborhood

X̂Y = [Y/TY/X ] of Y in X .
(3) A princeple G-bundle P on X is represented by a map X → BG. The relative

tangent bundle is the Atiyah algebroid At(P ) of the princeple G-bundle which fits
into the exact sequence

0 → g → At(P ) → TX → 0.

3.2. Poisson manifold and 1-shifted symplectic stack.

Definition 3.3. Given a Poisson manifold (X,P ∈ Γ(X,Λ2TX)), the Poisson Lie alge-

broid is the cotangent bundle T ∗
X → X equipped with

• the anchor map P : T ∗
X → TX being contraction with P ∈ Γ(X,Λ2TX).

• the Lie bracket [−,−] : Γ(X, TX) × Γ(X, TX) → Γ(X, TX) being [α, β] = LPαβ −
ιPβdα.

The quotient stack [X/T ∗
X ] by the Poisson Lie algebroid admits an 1-shifted symplectic

structure such that the quotient map X → [X/T ∗
X ] is Lagrangian with respect to the trivial

isotropic structure.
Let Ωp,q

X denote the space of p-forms of cohomological degree q on a stack X .

Definition 3.4. Given a stack X , an n-shifted symplectic structure on X is

ω = (ω0, ω1, · · · ) ∈
∏

p≥0

Ω2+p,n−p
X

such that

• dωp−1 + δωp = 0 for every p ≥ 0 (by default ω−1 = 0).
• ω0 is non degenerate in the sense that it induces an equivalence ω♭

0 : TX → T
∨
X [n].

Here d is the De Rham differential and δ is the internal differential.

Definition 3.5 ([7]). Let (X , ω) be a n-shifted symplectic stack, and a map between stacks
f : Y → (X , ω).

• An isotropic structure on f is a element γ ∈
∏

p≥0Ω
2+p,n−1−p
Y such that (d+δ)γ = f ∗ω.

• An Lagrangian structure on f is an isotropic structure γ such that the induced map
γ♭ : TY/X → T

∨
Y [n− 1] is an equivalence.

The map γ♭ : TY/X → T
∨
Y [n− 1] is constructed as follows. Consider the following sequence

of maps

TY/X
ι
−→ TY

df
−→ f ∗

TX

f∗ω♭
0−−−→ f ∗

T
∨
X [n]

df∨

−−→ T
∨
Y [n].

We can construct two null-homotopies for the composition of these maps df∨ ◦ f ∗ω♭
0 ◦ df ◦ ι :

TY/X → T
∨
Y [n]. The first null-homotopy is given by the composition df∨◦γ♭

0◦df ◦ι : TY/X →
T

∨
Y [n−1] since δγ0 = ω0. The second null-homotopy comes from the canonical null-homotopy
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of TY/X
ι
−→ TY

df
−→ f ∗

TX post-composing with df∨ ◦ f ∗ω♭
0. Taking the difference between the

two null-homotopies, we get the map γ♭ : TY/X → T
∨
Y [n− 1].

Example 3.6. Let (X,P ∈ Γ(X,Λ2TX)) be a Poisson manifold and X = [X/A] be the
corresponding quotient stack of X by its Poisson Lie algebroid A = T∨

X . The canonical
closed 2-form (ΩΩ, 0, 0, · · · ) ∈

∏

p≥0Ω
2+p,1−p
X is an 1-shifted symplectic structure on X where

ΩΩ = dDR : Γ(X,A) → Γ(X,∧2T∨
X) with symbol σΩΩ = 1 : A → T∨

X .

The quotient map q : X → X admits a canonical Lagrangian structure γq = (0, 0, · · · ) ∈
∏

p≥0Ω
2+p,−p
Y . Indeed, the relative tangent complex of q is the two term complex TX ⊕

A
(1,−P )
−−−−→ TX sitting in degree 0, 1. The induced map γ♭

q : TX/X → T∨
X is the following

horizontal map

TX 0

TX ⊕ A T∨
X

(1,−P )

(0,1)

which is a quasi-isomorphism of complexes.

Theorem 3.7 (Costello-Rozenblyum, Safronov). Let X be a differentiable manifold, then
the space of n-shifted Poisson structures on X is equivalent to the space of equivalence classes
of n+ 1-shifted Lagrangian maps

X → X .

X → X is equivalent to X → Y iff there exists another n+1-shifted Lagrangian map X → Z
and a commutative diagram

(3.1)

X

X Z Y ,a b

where a, b are formally étale and compatible with the Lagrangian structures.

We only remark that given a Poisson manifold X , the corresponding 1-shifted Lagrangian
map can be the one in 3.6.

3.3. coisotropic map and coisotropic intersection.

Definition 3.8. Let (X,P ∈ Γ(X,Λ2TX)) be a Poisson manifold. We say f : Y → X is a
coisotropic map if the contraction map with the Poisson tensor P

P : T ∗X → TX

restricted to the conormal bundle N∗
Y/X → f ∗TX factor through TY .

There is also an relative version of theorem 3.7 for coisotropic maps.
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Theorem 3.9 (Costello-Rozenblyum). Let Y and X be differentiable manifolds. Then the
space of coisotropic maps f : Y → X (together with Poisson structures on X) is equivalent
to the space of equivalence classes of the commutative diagrams

(3.2)

Y X

Y X

f

p q

g

where X is 1-shifted symplectic, and g, q are 1-shifted Lagrangian maps such that the induced
map

Y → Y ×X X

is Lagrangian (recalling that the 1-shifted Lagrangian intersection Y×X X inherits a 0-shifted
symplectic structure).

Theorem 3.10 (PTVV). Derived n-shifted Lagrangian intersection inherits a n− 1-shifted
symplectic structure.

Lemma 3.11. Suppose we have 2 derived fiber products and commuting diagram

(3.3)

F = Y1 ×X Y2 Y2

Y1 X F = Y1 ×X Y2 Y2

Y1 X ,

Then there is a distinguished triangle of complexes of sheaves on F (by abuse of notation, I
will not write the pullback of sheaves to F )

TX/X [−1] → TY1/Y1×XX ⊕TY2/Y2×XX → TF/F .

We first construct the map TX/X [−1] → TY1/Y1×XX . This comes from the equivalence
TX/X

∼= TY1×XX/Y1
and the first map of the distinguished triangle

TY1×XX/Y1
[−1] → TY1/Y1×XX → TY1/Y1

.

To construct the second map TY1/Y1×XX → TF/F , note that TY1/Y1×XX
∼= TF/F×Y2

Y2
, then

the natural map TF/F×Y2
Y2

→ TF/F does the job.

Theorem 3.12. If the commutative diagram 3.3 santisfies additional property that the bot-
tom square and the rightmost square

Y1 X Y2 X

Y1 X Y2 X

both santisfy the condition described in Theorem 3.9(hence F is a derived coisotropic inter-
section), then the map

F → F

in 3.3 is 0-shifted Lagrangian.
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Proof. By theorem 3.10, F inherits a 0-shited symplectic structure. By taking the difference
of the pull back of the Lagrangian structures on

(3.4) Yi → Yi ×X X, i = 1, 2,

one get an isotropic structure γ on
F → F .

We need to show this isotropic structure is Lagrangian. Indeed, the induced map

γ♭ : TF/F → TF

fits into the commutative diagram

(3.5)

TX/X [−1] TY1/Y1×XX ⊕TY2/Y2×XX TF/F

T
∗
X T

∗
Y1

⊕ T
∗
Y2

T
∗
F

γ♭

The middle vertical map is induced by the Lagrangian structures on 3.4, hence is a quasi-
isomorphism. The left vertical map is induced by the 1-shited Lagrangian structure on
X → X , hence is a quasi-isomorphism. Since both rows are exact triangles 3.11, so the right
vertical map is also a quasi-isomorphism.

�

Corollary 3.13. Derived coisotropic intersection inherits a −1-shifted Poisson structure.

Proof. If F is a coisotropic intersection, then by theorem 3.9 and 3.12, there is an 0-shited
Lagrangian map F → F . Theorem 3.7 implies that F inherits a −1-shifted Poisson structure.

�

Remark 3.14. Since Costello-Rozenblyum and Safronov’s theorems hold in general for n-
shifted case, the results here easily generalized to n-shifted case. This corollary is also
proved by Melani-Safronov using a different method.

4. Homotopy holomorphic differentiable stacks

In this section, I will describe an explicit polydifferential operator model for homotopy
holomorphic structure on a real differentiable stack, which is the quotient of a smooth man-
ifold by a real Lie algebroid. From this model, one can extract a complex foliation L on
the quotient stack, which serves as the stacky analogue of the (0, 1) tangent sheaf in usual
complex geometry. Thus, holomorphic vector bundles in this context can be defined to be
Lie algebroid modules over L.

A Lie algebroid over a manifold X is a vector bundle A → X , whose space of smooth
sections is equipped with a Lie bracket which is compatible with the Lie bracket of tangent
vector fields by an anchor map a : A → TX . The importance of this concept lies in that
Lie algebroids (and L∞ algebroids) model formal neighborhoods of manifolds in stacks (and
higher stacks). In other words, the formal neighborhood of a manifold X in a stack locally
looks like the quotient stack [X/A] of X by a Lie algebroid A. As a first approximation, one
may think of the quotient stack [X/A] as a variant of the total space of the 1-shifted bundle
A[1] → X which is twisted by the Lie algebroid structure.

If X is a complex manifold and A → X is a holomorphic Lie algebroid. Then the quotient
stack is naturally a holomorphic stack. However, there are geometric situations (see section
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5) where X is not a complex manifold whereas the quotient stack [X/A] should still be
thought of as a “holomorphic” stack. This motivates the need of developing a general theory
of homotopy complex structures in derived differential geometry. The systematic study of
such structures is the subject of this paper and of the recent work [6] of Pantev, Pym, and
Safronov. The approaches taken in [6] and this paper are different. In [6] the authors describe
homotopy complex structures on derived stacks and their interactions with shifted symplectic
geometry from first principles. To achieve this, the authors of [6] utilize the language of
derived foliations and the universal weak action of an appropriate classifying operad. In
contrast, I develop the theory in concrete local differential geometric terms utilizing the
language of differential Lie algebroids and their poly differential operators. This leads to the
following definition of homotopy holomorphic stack.

Let X be the formal quotient stack for the action of a real Lie algebroid A on a manifold
X . Let Ω(TX ) be the space of differential forms with values in the tangent complex of X .
By its nature Ω(TX ) is a bi-complex where the bi-grading of the terms is labeled by the form
degree p and cohomological degree d. An element in Ωp(TX )

d has total degree p+ d.

Definition 4.1. X = [X/A] be the formal quotient of a manifold by a real Lie algebroid. A
homotopy holomorphic structure on X is a pair (I,Q) where

I = I1 + I2 + · · · ∈
∏

p≥1

Ωp(TX )
1−p, Q = Q1 +Q2 + · · · ∈

∏

p≥1

Ωp(TX )
−p

such that

[I,Q]NR = 0(4.1)

δI +
1

2
[I, I]FN = 0(4.2)

δIQ+
1

2
[I, I]NR = −1(4.3)

Remark 4.2. Here [−,−]FN and [−,−]NR denote the Frölicher-Nijenhuis and the Nijenhuis-
Richardson brackets respectively. In the given data I1 ∈ End(TX ) is the main term of the
homotopy holomorphic structure, and all other terms are homotopy data similar to the key
describing the closedness of a form in derived geometry as in [7]. The condition (4.3) implies
that I1 squares to −1 up to a homotopy given by Q1. The condition (4.2) implies that I1

is a multiplicative (1, 1) tensor whose Nijenhuis torsion vanishes up to a homotopy given by
I2. Finally, the condition (4.1) implies that I1 commutes with Q1.

We would like to understand holomorphic bundles on a homotopy holomorphic stack.
Unfortunately, we don’t have the structure sheaf of holomorphic functions, neither do we have
a ∂̄ operator. To define a holomorphic vector bundle on X , we will use an anti-holomorphic
foliation, which is a counterpart of the T 0,1 sheaf in usual complex geometry.

Definition 4.3. An anti-holomorphic foliation on X is a complex Lie algebroid L over
X with anchor map ρ : L → TC

X such that

(4.4) ρ⊕ ρ̄ : L ⊕ L̄ → TC

X

is a quasi-isomorphism.
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Remark 4.4. The anti-holomorphic foliation is only special case of the more general complex
derived foliations on X one might work with, but it is enough for our purposes.

Theorem 4.5. Let (X , I,Q) be a homotopy holomorphic stack where X is the quotient
stack of a manifold by the action of real Lie algebroid. Then X admits a canonical anti-
holomorphic foliation L together with a homotopy γ : L → TX [−1] such that the following
diagram commutes

(4.5)

L TX

L TX

−i

ρ

I1
γ

ρ

This theorem generalizes the result on holomorphic Lie algebroid in [3].
Now we are ready to define holomorphic vector bundles over the holomorphic stack. Recall

that a holomorphic vector bundle over a complex manifold is equivalent to a Lie algebroid
module over T 0,1.

Definition 4.6. A holomorphic sheaf over X is a weak Lie algebroid module over L.

5. Generalized complex manifolds as holomorphic symplectic stacks

Generalized complex geometry was introduced by Hitchin and was further developed by
Gualtieri and Cavalcanti. A generalized complex manifold is a smooth manifold X equipped
with a bundle map J ∈ End(TX⊕T ∗X) such that J2 = −1, J preserves the natural pairing
of TX ⊕ T ∗X and J is integrable under the Courant bracket.

If we write J =

(

−I P

Q tI

)

, then P is a Poisson bi-vector by the integrability condition.

So we can form a Poisson Lie algebroid T ∗
X → X with anchor map given by the contraction

with P . Denote the corresponding quotient stack [X/T ∗
X ] by X .

This formal stack X can be thought of as a deformation of the total space of the 1-
shifted cotangent bundle. The tangent complex of X (pulled back to the atlas X) is a two
term complex T ∗

X → TX concentrated in degrees −1, 0, and the cotangent complex of X is
T ∗
X → TX which is concentrated in degrees 0, 1. The tautological identification of these two

complexes gives rise to a 1-shifted symplectic structure.

Proposition 5.1. X is naturally equipped with a 1-shifted symplectic structure. The natural
map X → X is Lagrangian with the Lagrangian structure corresponding to the intrinsic
quasi-isomorphism between the relative tangent complex of X → X and the cotangent bundle
of X.

In the following, we investigate the geometric structures on X induced by the generalized
complex structure on X .

Alan Weinstein[11] and various other authors suggested that a generalized complex man-
ifold should give rise to a ”holomorphic” symplectic groupoid integrating the above Poisson
Lie algebroid. In our context, the symplectic groupoid envisioned by A. Weinstein should
be a presentation of a geometric 1-shifted symplectic stack which integrates the canonical
1-shifted symplectic structure on the formal stack X described in the previous proposition.
Using the poly-differential operator formalism of homotopy complex structures that I de-
veloped, I was able to confirm a conjecture of Pantev, Pym and Safronov predicting that
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a generalized complex structure on X induces a homotopy holomorphic structure on X
so that the 1-shifted symplectic structure on X becomes holomorphic with respect to this
homotopy holomorphic structure. This provides a pleasant explanation of A. Weinstein’s
putative “holomorphic” symplectic structure directly at the level of the Poisson Lie alge-
broid. The precise result is summarized in the following theorem. A version of this theorem
is also proven in [6] with a different argument which relies on the language of derived folia-
tions. The theorem can also be viewed as a recasting in the language of formal stacks of the
Bailey-Gualtiery local structure theorem for generalized complex manifolds [2].

Theorem 5.2. The generalized complex structure on X induces a homotopy holomorphic
structure (I,Q) on X . Together with the 1-shifted symplectic structure, X becomes a homo-
topy holomorphic 1-shifted symplectic stack. Conversely, if the quotient stack X of a real
Lie algebroid A → X is equipped with a homotopy holomorphic 1-shifted symplectic structure
such that X → X is Lagrangian, then A is isomorphic to a Poisson Lie algebroid over X
and the holomorphic 1-shifted symplectic structure is induced by a unique generalized complex
structure on X.

Remark 5.3. Roughly speaking, I1 of the homotopy holomorphic structure is given by the

diagonal term I, tI of the generalized complex structure J =

(

−I P

Q tI

)

. Q1 is given by Q.

I2 is related to Q, I, tI and the Courant twisting class. In this case, I = I1 + I2, Q = Q1

and higher terms vanish for degree reason.

Remark 5.4. To define a homotopy holomorphic 1-shifted symplectic structure, one needs
extra homotopy data and compatibility conditions between the homotopy holomorphic and
1-shifted symplectic structures.

Remark 5.5. This theorem generalizes a result in [10] at the level of the Poisson Lie algebroid,
which states that the generalized complex structure on X induces an symplectic quasi-
Nijenhuis structure on the associated symplectic groupoid.

The above theorem identifies generalized complex manifolds with homotopy holomorphic
1-shifted symplectic formal stacks. It provides another natural view point on generalized
geometry.

In the what follows, we will consider generalized complex submanifolds (and branes) using
this view point. According to Gualtieri [4], a generalized complex submanifold (S, F ) of a
generalized complex manifold X is a coisotropic submanifold S with a Courant trivialization
F , such that the generalized tangent bundle τFS is stable under the generalized complex
structure J. As a consequence, τFS ⊗ C = LS ⊕ L̄S and LS is a complex Lie algebroid.
A generalized complex brane is a generalized submanifold equipped with a Lie algebroid
module over LS [4].

Lemma 5.6. If S is a coisotropic submanifold of a Poisson manifold (X,P ), then the conor-
mal bundle N∗

S naturally inherits a Lie algebroid structure. (Recall that the quotient stack
X = [X/T ∗

X ] has a canonical 1-shifted symplectic structure.) And the natural map between
the quotient stacks S = [S/N∗

S] → X is Lagrangian.
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The next theorem identifies a generalized complex submanifold S with a holomorphic
Lagrangian substack of X . Again a version of this theorem with a different more abstract
proof can be found in [6].

Theorem 5.7. The generalized complex submanifold structure on S induces a homotopy
holomorphic structure on S and an isotropic structure such that S → X is a holomorphic
Lagrangian map. Conversely, If S is the quotient stack of a Lie algebroid, and S → X is a
holomorphic Lagrangian map. Then S is induced from a generalized complex submanifold.

By theorem 4.5, the holomorphic substack S has an anti-holomorphic foliation LS.

Corollary 5.8. A generalized complex brane (S, F, V ) induces a holomorphic substack S →
X equipped with a holomorphic sheaf V on S.

In conclusion, we turned generalized complex manifold into holomorphic 1-shifted sym-
plectic stack, and turned generalized complex branes into holomorphic Lagrangian substacks
equipped with holomorphic sheaves. This framework provides a new view point on the poten-
tial construction of the “Fukaya category” of a generalized complex manifold as an analogue
of derived category of coherent sheaves on a holomorphic stack.

Example 5.9. Let (X,ω) be a symplectic manifold. Then the associated generalized com-

plex structure is Jω =

(

0 ω−1

− ω 0

)

. ω−1 is a Poisson bivector and induces the Poisson Lie

algebroid structure A → X . Let X = [X/A] denote the formal quotient of X by its Poisson
Lie algebroid. The homotopy holomorphic structure induced by Jω specilizes to I = 0,
Q = Q1 = −ω. And the anti-holomorphic foliation 4.5 on X is the descent of the complex-
ified tangent algebroid of X . A Lagrangian submanifold S of X induces the substack S of
the formal quotient of S by its tangent algebroid. The homotopy holomorphic structure on
S is I = 0, Q = Q1 = 1TS

. The anti-holomorphic foliation on S is again the descent of the
complexified tangent algebroid of S. A space filling generalized complex submanifold C = X
of X induces the substack C of the formal quotient of C by the trivial Lie algebroid. So C
is indeed C itself. The homotopy holomorphic structure on C is an ordinary holomorphic
structure on C induced by the generalized complex submanifold structure.

6. Jet bundle and Atiyah algebroid

Let E → X be a vector bundle, J1E = pr1∗(O
(1)
X×X ⊗ pr∗2E) be its 1-jet bundle. A local

section of J1E can be represented by g(x, y) ∈ Γ(X × X, pr∗2E). The local section of J1E
represented by g(x, y) should be thought of as the first order Taylor expansion in y variable
centered at x, i.e. g(x, x) +Dyg(x, x). We have a short exact sequence

(6.1) 0 → T∨ ⊗ E → J1E → E → 0

The first map above is given by df⊗s 7→ g(x, y) = (f(y)−f(x))s(x). If we apply Hom(−, E)
to the above SES, we get

(6.2) 0 → Hom(E,E) → Diff 1(E,E)
symbol
−−−−→ T ⊗Hom(E,E) → 0

Here Diff 1(E,E) = Hom(J1E,E) is the bundle of first order differential operators on E ,
whose symbol lies in T ⊗ Hom(E,E). Atiyah algebroid At(E) is the bundle of differential
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operators on E with symbol land in T ⊗ Id. At(E) is equipped with a Lie bracket given by
the commutator of differential operators. Then we Have the SES for Atiyah algebroid

(6.3) 0 → Hom(E,E) → At(E)
symbol
−−−−→ T → 0.

A more general approach to introduce the Atiyah algebroid is through G-principle bundle.
Let P → X be a G-principle bundle with right G action.

7. Further remark

(1) The definition of a homotopy holomorphic structure readily generalizes to the quo-
tient stack of a real L∞ algebroid and possibly more general real derived stacks. I
would expect a result like theorem 4.5 to hold in the general situation. With such a
theorem, one can define the holomorphic sheaves on homotopy holomorphic derived
stacks.

(2) Generalized complex geometry is also called generalized geometry of type Dn. Be-
sides Dn geometry, Hitchin’s school has also developed generalized geometries of type
Bn, Cn. My expectation is that Bn geometry can be translated to homotopy holo-
morphic 1-shifted contact stack, and Cn geometry to homotopy holomorphic 1-shifted
Riemannian stacks. In addition, there is a T-duality expected between Bn and Cn

geometry, which is closely related to Langlands duality between Bn and Cn type Lie
groups.

(3) One motivation for generalized complex geometry is the mirror symmetry between
the symplectic and complex geometry. It is expected that mirror symmetry could be
treated in the greater context of generalized complex geometry. People want to define
a “Fukaya category” for a generalized complex geometry which unifies the Fukaya
category of a symplectic manifold and the derived category of coherent sheaves of
a complex manifold. The framework of homotopy holomorphic 1-shifted symplectic
stack potentially leads to such a definition.

(4) In usual complex geometry, we have the celebrated Newlander-Nirenberg theorem
which asserts that a holomorphic manifold admits an atlas of holomorphic charts.
An abstract analogue of this theorem using universal action of an appropriate operad
is proven in [6]. It would be useful if our explicit poly-differential operator formalism
can be refined to produce holomorphic charts of a homotopy holomorphic stack by
establishing a theorem analogous to Newlander-Nirenberg theorem. For the stacks
arising from generalized complex manifolds, this is a consequence of the powerful local
structure theorem for generalized complex manifolds of Bailey and Gualtieri [2]. For
general derived stacks, the explicit version of the Newlander-Nirenberg theorem will
likely require a Spencer cohomology analysis of higher obstructions to integrablity.
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