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THE NECESSITY OF WHEELS IN UNIVERSAL QUANTIZATION FORMULAS

GIUSEPPE DITO

ABSTRACT. Inthe context of formal deformation quantization, we pdevan elementary argument show-
ing that any universal quantization formula necessariplves graphs with wheels.

1. INTRODUCTION

Since its inception in the 70’s by Flato and his collabommi{di], deformation quantization has under-
gone several major developments. The most spectaculareing the proof by Kontsevich [7] of the
existence of star-products on any smooth Poisson manitodansequence of his Formality theorem.
This theorem establishes the existence ofamuasi-isomorphism between two differential graded Lie
algebras naturally attached to a manifold, namely, the Biddld complex endowed with Gerstenhaber
bracket on one side, and the space of polyvector fields ertlaitl the Schouten-Nijenhuis bracket and
trivial differential, on the other side.

The proof relies on the discovery of an explicit formula (e taffine case) in terms of Feynman
graphs and their weights, and corresponds to the pertarbaéries of a Poisson sigma model [3]. An
important feature of Kontsevich’s quantization formulahat it is a universal quantization formula in
the sense that it only depends on the Poisson structuresaérivatives of all orders. Moreover, among
the family of graphs considered by Kontsevich there arelggapth wheels, i.e. having oriented cycles
as subgraphs. The presence of graphs with wheels discaeds gieneralizations of Kontsevich formula
to infinite-dimensional spaces (quantum field theory) ag tt@mputation involves traces leading to
an ill-defined star-product. Of course for special clasgeRBaisson brackets it is still possible to find
guantization formulas which do not involve wheels. Thishis tase for the well-known Moyal product
or the BCH-quantization [2,15, 6] on the dual of a Lie algelivat these examples do not reflect the
general situation.

In this paper, we show that a universal quantization formiuéa a correspondence that associates
to any Poisson bracket defined on the affine space a stargirathes necessarily involves graphs with
wheels. The proof consists essentially in reducing the igdigase to the obstruction found by Penkava
and Vanhaecke [9] in their study of the quantization of polyial Poisson brackets.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted tongraries: basic notions on deformation
guantization and Kontsevich formula are briefly recalledr¢h In Section 3, we study universal 2-
cocycles in the Hoschchild complex and show that the secohdroology space of the subcomplex
consisting of universal cochains without wheels is oneetigional and is generated by the Poisson
bivector. The main theorem is proved in Section 4.

I am indebted to T. Willwacher for letting me know anotheridaion of the main result of this paper.
His proof [11] does not rely on the obstruction of Penkava dathaecke.

2010Mathematics Subject ClassificatioB3D55, 81Q20, 16E40.
Key words and phrasedDeformation quantization, Universal formulas, Kontséuvigaphs.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1308.4386v2

2 GIUSEPPE DITO

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let X be a smoothl-dimensional manifold. LeA = C*(X) be the algebra of smooth complex-valued
functions onX with productmy: A x A— A, that is, the usual product of smooth functionsXan

2.1. Deformation quantization. Recall that a Poisson bivectpron X is a section in" (A?T X) such
that the Poisson bracket associateg to

{f.g} =(p,dfAdg), f.geA
endowsA with a structure of Lie algebra satisfying the Leibniz pnapeln local coordinategx?, ..., x9)
the Poisson bracket reads B
{f.o9}= > p'afog,
1<i,)<d

wheredy, denotes the partial derivative with respeckfo

Let A[R] be the space of formal serieshiwith coefficients inA. A star-product([] is &[h]-bilinear
product onA[h] which is an associative deformation of the algebra of smagibtions onX:
(1) on=mo+ 3 Afey,

K>1

where thecy are bidifferential operators vanishing on constants acth sliat the antisymmetric part of
c1 is equal to the Poisson bivectpri.e., a star-product is a noncommutative associativerdeftion of
the pointwise product of functions in the direction of théd3on bivector.

2.2. Hochschild conomology. The normalized differential Hochschild cochain complexhaf associa-
tive algebraA with values in itself* (A, A) = &m=0¢""(A,A) consists of polydifferential operators on
X that are vanishing on constants. Locally,matochainC € €™(A,A) has the form

(2) C(fl,,fm) — ZCalamdalfldamfm, fl,,meA,

where the sum is finite and runs over multi-indices N9 such thatai| > 1, and theCy, ...q,, are locally
defined smooth functions oX.

As usual, we shall consider the Hochschild complex &graded vector space with a shift in the
degreeD} (X)) =%¢"*(A,A)[1]. Hence

poly
1A A) fork> -1
Dy = T AR Tork=
{0} otherwise
The Gerstenhaber bracKet|c on Dy, (X) is defined on homogeneous elemedis D'goly(x) by:
[D1,D2]g = DyoDy — (—1)kD,y0 Dy,

whereo: D:;gly(X) X D:;%Iy(X) — D'&TY"Z(X) is a composition law for polydifferential operators:

(Dl © Dg)( f0> cee fk1+k2)

= Z (_1)jk2Dl(f07 ceey fj—la D2(fj PERRR fj+k2)7 fj+k2+17 e fkl-‘rkz)-
0<)<k
The Hochschild differential is given by = [my, - ]g. It is the standard Hochschild differentidlup
to a sign: forD € DX_, (RY), we havedD = (—1)dD. Recall that(D?,, (X),[,"]s,d) is a differential

poly poly
graded Lie algebra.
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Remark 1. In terms of the Gertenhaber bracket, the associativity efgtoduct[(1) is equivalent to the
Maurer-Cartan equations:

1
3) OCk+ ~

[Ca,Cp)c =0, forallk>1.
2 a+%:k

a,b>1

A deformation g is said to define an associative deformation up to order 3)fi¢ satisfied for k=
1,2,....r.

The cohomologyH* (A, A) of the complex(¢™*(A,A),d) is the space of polyvectofg A*T X). This
is a smooth version of the Hochschild-Kostant-Rosenbet§RHheorem due to Vey [10], still called

HKR theorem. We denote Bl (X) the graded vector spadg,, (X) = EBkeZTpko,y(X), where

k+1 >
Tpk0|y(X) _ (AT X) fork_. 1,
{0} otherwise

p'o,y(X) is endowed with the Schouten-Nijenhuis brackeisy, On decomposable tensors it is given
by:
[Go A ANék,Mo A+ AMi]sN
@ - S (CD)M& N AGA - A&GAAEANOA - ARFA-- AL
0<i<k 0<j<lI

Recall that the Jacobi identity for a bivectre I'(A2T X) is equivalent to the conditiofrt, sy = O.

(Tooy(X), [;-Jsn) is @ graded Lie algebra that is considered as a differentzdegl Lie algebra with
trivial differential O.

The Formality theoreni [7] establishes the existence df.anguasi-isomorphism between the differ-
ential graded Lie algebrady,, (X).[-,-]sn,0) and (Dg,, (X), [+, -]c,0). A remarkable consequence of
the Formality theorem is the existence of deformation gmatibn of any smooth Poisson manifold:
Theorem 1([[7]). Letp be a Poisson bivector on a smooth manifold X. Then theresexistar-product
cyon X such thag (ca(f,9) — ca(g, T)) = R{f,g} + O(R?).

Actually, Kontsevich gives an explicit description of the quasi-isomorphism foX = RY in terms
of graphs and weights. We shall briefly recall a few notiongj@phs that we will need in our discussion
and refer to[[7] for detalils.

2.3. Graphs. A simple directed graph is a graph whose edges are orientedwsh that it does not

contain loops: 2 or multiple edges;/). . The indegree (resp. outdegree) of a vertex is the number
of edges ending (resp. starting) at that vertex.
Following [7], we consider a family of graphs (with a slighgghrture from the convention ofi[7]).

Definition 1. The set’#” consists of all the simple directed graphsatisfying:

(1) The set of verticesp\Ms finite and is a disjoint union of nonempty sets: ar/vrluvr? Vertices
belonging to ¥ (resp. \1@) are said of type 1 (resp. 2);

(2) Each vertex of type 1 is of outdegree 2;

(3) Each vertex of type 2 is of indegree at least 1 and of outdegjree

(4) Vertices and edges are labeled.
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We denote by7, m for m,n > 1 the subset ofZ” consisting of graphs having n vertices of type 1 and m
vertices of type 2. Thus a graph i, i has2n edges.

We shall make a slight abuse of notation by dropping the tabelthe vertices of type 1.

We setX = RY (d > 2) and(x!,...,x3) designates a coordinate systemn Let p be a smooth
Poisson bivector oX. The Poisson bracket of two smooth functidng is graphically represented by a
graph inJz o:

(tor= 5 datag= /. .

1<i,)<d
f g

More generally, one associates a coctBfiin ¢™(A, A) to any graph™ € %, m by letting the edges
of [ act by partial derivatives (seel[7] for details.) It is coment to denote vertices of type 1 syand
vertices of type 2 by letter§, g, ... that will eventually be representing functionsAnThe labels of the
edges will be graphically specified by solid and dotted lirssan example, to the graphe %4 3 below
one associateB} € ¢3(A,A) by

(5) BE(f,g,h) = / .w \

= Z piljl ailpizjz ajzjapisjs aiapi4j4 9, f 9;,,99,h,
f g h
where the sum runs over<i, j1,io, j2,i3, j3,14, ja < d. Notice that we have implicitly labeled the
vertices of type 1 in the sum, but any other labeling leadbeéstme cochain.

Kontsevich formula associates to a Poisson biveeton RY an associative deformation oA, m)
(6) ﬁﬁ:nb"i' Zﬁnklgl(hg)v where kﬁ(fvg): ; W(r) B??

n>1 Feths

and wheren(I") € R is the Kontsevich’s weight of the graph it is independent of the Poisson bivector
and the dimensiod.

Convention. Sometimes it is immaterial to distinguish between the firet aecond argument of the
Poisson bracket. In such situations we shall simply reptebe Poisson bracket by using solid lines for

[ ]
both edges, i.e./ \ . Moreover, when it is not essential to fully draw a graph,jbat keep few vertices

and edges relevant to our discussion, we shall use a “grey’ 2orindicate that not all the vertices or
edges in that zone are drawn. This is illustrated by

R

A

'} )
e !
v

T N
P \
3. UNIVERSAL 2-COCYCLES

Recall that a directed cycle in a simple directed graph stssif a subgraph for which each vertex
is of indegree and outdegree 1. We say that a simple directgthds with wheels if it has a directed
cycle as subgraph. An elementary result from graph theory &t a simple directed graph such that
each vertg:x is of outdegree at least 1 must have a wheel. Ireshef this paper, we s& = RY and
A=C>(RY).
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Definition 2. A cochain Ce €™(A,A), m> 1, is calledp-universal if it is a finiteR-linear combination
of polydifferential operators associated to graphsi n, i.e., C is a finite sum of the form

(7) C=> 5 aBl, acRk

n>1 re%?m

A cochain Ce ¥™M(A,A), m> 1, is calledp-universal without wheels if all the grapfisappearing in[(¥)
have no wheels.

Rt

v v [ 2
Example 1. The 2-cochain g f,g) = l Y s p-universal without wheels, whilexCf ,g) = l
f g f g

is p-universal with wheels.

Definition 3. A universal quantization formula is a correspondence ttssiogiates a star-product to a
Poisson bivector

prch=mo+ § A,
k>1

where the [ are p-universal 2-cochains.
To keep the notation simple, we will omit the reference in c}i and writecy, etc.

Example 2. Kontsevich formula{6) for a star-product is an example afrarsal quantization formula
with wheels. Wheels are already appearing at order B,ithe 2nd term being explicitly given [#]

k2(f>g):

NI =
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Example 3. In [Q], Penkava and Vanhaecke have constructed a universal ga#ioti formula without
wheels associative up to order 3, denoted here fy-rmg + Amy, + F?m, + A*mg, where

my(f,Q) = / ‘

f g
1
1
L1
6
1
3

For a general Poisson bivector, it was showr[@ that nj; cannot be extended to a 4th order associative
deformation.

Lemma 1. Letl” be a graph inoz, 1 with n> 2, thenl™ has at least a wheel.

Proof. Let us callf the vertex of type 2 ii. Sincel is a simple graph, edges endingfanust originate
from different vertices of type 1. By removing the verteand all the edges ending atve get a simple
directed graphi’. This truncation is pictorially represented as:

(BN - e (N

f

Each vertex i’ is of outdegree at least 1, hence it contains a wheel. O
We have excluded the case=1 in this Lemma since#1 1 is empty.

Lemma 2. LetA € T(A2TX) C €%(A,A) be a bivector. IfA is p-universal without wheels, theh= ap
for some a= R.
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Proof. Suppose\ is p-universal, then it can be represented as a finite 3ym Yrc 4, a- Bf. Each
graphl” appearing in this sum has two vertices of type 2 each of thaim@ppandegree 1. We distinguish
several cases.

1) If T € %1 ,, then clearlyBf =

2) If I € J#, 2 with n > 2, then there are three possible subcases to which we apipiylardruncation
as the one used in Lemrph 1:

a) M= [ ] —_— r/:

/\

-
/N
©) /\f/ -  I'=

by T

}
A

AN
N

o
A

For each subcase, when it occurs, the grapbontains at least a wheel. Indeed for a), each vertex
of I has outdegree 2; for b), it follows Lemrh 1; for ¢) each vedfk’ has outdegree at least 1.

In conclusion, a bivector which is-universal without wheels can only be proportional to thésSan
bivector. d

Lemma 3. Let T € €1(A, A) be such that its coboundadT isp-universal without wheels. TheéT = 0.

Proof. By getting rid of an irrelevant derivation ifi, one can consider thatis ap-universal 1-cochain.
Indeed, one can use a homotopy formula (seele.g. [8] for dicixXprmula for 2-cocycles) to define a
p-universal 1-cochaifl’ such thatdT’ = dT. SincedT is without wheels so will bd’, but Lemmad L

tells us that ifT’ is not vanishing, then it must contain a wheel. Therefore- 0 anddT = 0. O

By the HKR theorem, any cocycle € €™(A,A) is a sumC = A+ dC', whereA € I'(A™T X) and
C' ¢ ¥™1(A A). ThemvectorA being the antisymmetric part & then, ifC is p-universal without
wheels, so ard anddC’. As an immediate consequence of Lemidas 2 and 3 we have:

Lemma 4. LetCc (A, A) be a Hochschild 2-cocycle whichgisuniversal without wheels, then€ap
for some & R.

Notice that the Hochschild coboundary opainiversal cochain ig-universal and similarly fop-
universal cochains without wheels. Hence one can condidesitbcomplex of the Hochschild complex
consisting ofp-universal cochains without wheels. In essence, Lefimatdsstiaat the second cohomol-
ogy space for this subcomplex is one-dimensional and isrg&tbyp.

4. THE NECESSITY OF WHEELS

Here we establish the main result of this paper by showingttieaterms up to order 3 ih of any
universal quantization formula without wheels are, up tdhhange of the deformation parameter, given
by them’s in Exampld_8 and hence get a contradiction.
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Theorem 2. Any universal quantization formula involves graphs witheels.

Proof. We proceed by contradiction assuming that mg + Z R¥s is a universal quantization formula

k>1

without wheels.

Associativity impliesds; = 0 and Lemmal4 gives that = a; p for somea; € R. The normalization

of the star-products (si(f,g) —s1(g, f)) = {f,g}, forcesa; = 1, hences; = my = p.

At second order i, the associativity ofy implies

1 : 1
582"— E[Slysl]G = O, l.e., 5SQ+ E[mlyml]G =0.

Since%[ml,ml]g = —0mp, we find thats, — mp is a 2-cocycle and it ig-universal without wheels.

By Lemmd 4 we have, = mp + am, for some real numbes,.

At third order inh, we have

03+ [%,51]c =0, i.e., dsz+ [Mp+ apmy, my)g =0.

From [mp,m]g = —dmg and [my, M| = —2dmp we deduce thass — mg — 2a,m; is ap-universal 2-
cocycle without wheels. Using Lemrha 4 again, we find tat mz + 2a,m, + azmy for some real
numberag.

Therefore the first terms ig; are necessarily of the form:

S =My,
S = NMp+axm,
S = Mg+ 2amp + agmy.

The change of parametér— h— a,f? — (ag — 2a§)ﬁ3 in sy gives us a new universal quantization

formulas; such thag = m; fori = 1,2,3. Butmg+ hmy + R?my -+ A’mg is an associative deformation up
to order 3 that cannot be extended to order 4 (cf. Exahiple &)cklwe have reached a contradictiofl
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