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Abstract

We detail the construction of a weak Poisson bracket ovebmanifoldX of a smooth manifold/ with respect to a
local foliation of this submanifold. Such a bracket satsfeneak type Jacobi identity but may be viewed as a usual
Poisson bracket on the space of leaves of the foliation. \&e lift this weak Poisson bracket to a weak odd Poisson
bracket on the odd tangent bundl& M, interpreted as a weak Koszul bracket offatiential forms orM. This lift

is achieved by encoding the weak Poisson structure into atapy Poisson structure on an extended manifold, and
lifting the Hamiltonian function that generates this sture. Such a construction has direct physical interpietati
For a generic gauge system, the submanifoiday be viewed as a stationary surface or a constraint syrfgitethe
foliation given by the foliation of the gauge orbits. Thrdutis interpretation, the lift of the weak Poisson struetur

is simply a lift of the action generating the correspondifi® operator of the system.

Keywords: Gauge system, weak Poisson and Koszul brackets, homotiggoRalgebra, BRST theory, master
equation.
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1. Introduction and Background

When considering classical gauge systems, one usualtg stih a Lagrangian or Hamiltonian function which
may then be used to derive the equations of motion throughkettst action principle. In most cases this function is
known, but in those that are not, it is known that the existenfca classical BRST fferential allows one to identify
the equations of motion and the gauge symmetries indepéyasdrihe Lagrangian. Such a BRSTfi#irential is a
homological vector field on an appropriately extended nwddifvhich encodes the gauge systaﬂ [2].|]n [5], a general
geometric set-up for an arbitrary gauge system was deskrivel an embedding of such a system into an extended
manifold was constructed. This is without reference to aagrangian or Hamiltonian function and merely assumes
the existence of the equations of motion, together with #uegg symmetries present. This geometric construction
introduced a weak Poisson bracket, a Poisson bracket tiisftesaa weak Jacobi identity, which allows a quantisation
of these gauge systems which may not be Lagrangian or Haniaitto This paper is about lifting this weak Poisson
bracket to the algebra offierential forms by utilising the described embedding ineektended manifold.

For an arbitrary smooth manifold with local coordinatesX), let the system of equatio$(x) = 0,a=1,...,k,
define a smooth submanifoltiof codimensiork. Choosen linearly independent vector field®, on M such that they
are tangent t&. (In fact, linear independence is not necessary but siraplifie exposition, see remdrk 1.) For
a corresponding gauge system in the Lagrangian formalisengtuationg?(x) = 0 may be identified with the
equations of motion, possibly derived from an action ppfeiwhilst the manifoldM is understood as the space of
trajectories in a configuration space of the system. TheovdigidsR, then generate the gauge symmetries of the
action. If we consider the Hamiltonian formalism, then thefaceX may be identified with the constraint surface
given by the constraint equatio$(x) = 0. The vector fields correspond to the gauge generators vdgthe a
foliation of the submanifold into gauge orbits identified with the integral submanifolds
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To obtain this foliation, it is required for the vector fieltls form an integrable distribution ovél, they must
satisfy the commutation relation

[R(t? RB] = f(ZBRy + TaXanﬁ: (1)

for smooth functionsfay and vector fields<,,3 on M. Notice that the presence of the constraint tefifisneans that

this is an open Lie algebra ovét that closes only oveX. The space of leavds of the foliation ofX generated by

this integrable distribution gives the true physical degref freedom when viewed as a gauge system. Because of
this, physically interesting objects are those that dedtethe leaf space, i.e. those which are constant over thgegau
orbits which are identified with the integral submanifoltisthe work E$], a function or multivector field was defined

to be projectible precisely when it may be considered as a#mmntravariant tensor field on the leaf spateln
general, the spadé may not be smooth. When we say smooth in this sense, we reffesse smooth tensor fields

on M which are constant along the integral submanifolds:

LrT = TR, + T,

for smooth tensor field$,, 7%; here Lr,7 is the Lie derivative along the vector fieRl,. Therefore, we should
consider projectible multivector fields as physically netgting. Indeed, examples include: vector fieRjsthat
correspond to the gauge generators, vector fields thatintedynamics into the gauge system, and bivector fields
which can induce Poisson structures in the algebra of fansfN. (In physical literature the algebra of functions on
N, identified with projectible functions ol, is called the algebra of physical observables.) Such asfwistructure

on N, specified by an appropriate projectible bivector fieldMninduces a weak Poisson bracketln This is a
Poisson bracket oM corresponding to the same projectible bivector field, buictvisatisfies only a weak Jacobi
identity; a Jacobi identity that holds ovEIp to terms proportional to the vector fielRs.

An embedding of this foliation together with a weak Poisstacket was detailed][5], into which the information
was encoded into a single functi@®on an extended manifold. This embedding corresponds toemefating the
theory in terms of the BRST languadé [2]. The functi®ris called the master function and corresponds to the
action associated to the gauge system. Such a functionies@ihthe information present in the gauge system, and
generates the BRST operator, a homological vector field erextended manifold. This extended manifold is the
original manifoldM appropriately extended by ghost variables. The notion ofegtibility was then entwined with
the BRST operator of the theory, where it was shown that ptibje multivector fields are cocycles of this BRST
operator considered as &férential on the larger algebra of functions.

The BRST operator may be considered as a unary bracket in atbpynPoisson structure (@..-structure),
which is generated by the master functi®ron the extended manifold. The weak Poisson brackeMoambeds
into this homotopy Poisson structure, and is recoveredeasettriction of the binary bracket id. In ﬂa] an explicit
construction was given to canonically lift a homotopy Poisstructure to an odd homotopy Poisson structurés(an
structure) on the odd tangent bundle. By applying this coctibn, the even homotopy Poisson structure may be lifted
to the odd tangent bundle of the extended manifold, to predie corresponding odd homotopy structure. Through
this we may define a weak Koszul bracket on the odd tangentiéliidM. This weak bracket is the restriction of the
binary bracket in this odd homotopy Poisson structure, anesponds to the weak Poisson brackelbim precisely
the same way that the well-known Koszul bracket of formsesponds to a Poisson structure.

The Koszul bracket is a natural odd extension of the usual Beésson bracket. A natural even extension to the
entire algebra of forms does not exist; however, in the w@k], it was shown that a Poisson bracket induces a
genuine even Poisson bracket in the space of co-exact fadifierential forms modulo the exact forms. The exterior
differentiald from co-exact forms into dlierential forms was shown to be a homomorphism of Lie algeba&ing
the even Poisson bracket on co-exact forms to the odd Kosaakét on exact forms. The exact forms in this case
form an ideal in the graded Lie algebra of forms endowed withkKoszul bracket.

The extension of the algebra of physical observables figréintial forms now implies a proper generalisation
of the notion of a physical state. Regarding the usual dakstates, the points of a phase space, as 0-cycles in the
sense of algebraic topology, it is natural to consider tteesyof higher degrees represented by higher-dimensional
closed surfaces, possibly with singularities. These mayiéwed as sort of mixed states in classical mechanics,
when only part of the physical data is exactly known aboutsystem. Integration of co-exact forms over cycles
then yields the measured values of physical observablexmmixed states. From this perspective, the construction
of the weak Koszul bracket on forms being proposed in thigpaxtends the previous results Bfml, 7] to the case
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of constrained and gauge invariant dynamical systems. Mogeisely, it may be shown that each weak Koszul
bracket induces a genuine Poisson bracket in the space jeicpibte co-exact forms, and the dynamics of form-
valued physical observables are governed by a projectéatov field compatible with the Poisson bracket. We will
detail this construction elsewhere.

In sections 2 and 3 we review the construction introducedhévtork B]. We recall the weak Poisson bracket
and the embedding of the geometrical set-up into the exterdmifold. After, we discuss the relationship between
projectible multivector fields and the homological vectetdi the BRST operator of an associated gauge system. In
section 4 the construction given in the walrk [4] is appliedtw setting. We lift the even homotopy Poisson structure
generated by the master functiGnto the odd tangent bundle of this extended manifold, and tredime the weak
Koszul bracket corresponding to the lift of the weak Poids@atket. A vector field on the leaf spales introduced
as a projectible vector field oM, which can be seen to provide dynamics to an associated ggagam. Using this,
we discuss what it means for projectiblétdrential forms to be constant over the flow generated by #asov field.

It is shown that the weak Koszul bracket of two such projéetforms produces another, analogous to the Poisson
bracket of two integrals of motion. In section 5 we providengoexamples of weak Poisson brackets.

In this paper the language of supermanifolds will be usedpllelenote the Grassmann parity of a homogeneous
object bye(-) when we wish to be explicit. All the constructions natwa@eéneralise to the case when the manifigld
is a supermanifold, however for notational convenience Wleaasume thaM is a usual manifold (bosonic). Further,
the construction extends to the case wiviis strictly a supermanifold and the weak even Poisson btaskew a
weak odd Poisson bracket.

2. Projectible Multivectors and a Weak Poisson Bracket

2.1. Constraints and Regularity

The construction outlined in the introduction may be gelisrd and rephrased in the language of vector bundles.
Let E — M be a vector bundle and fix a linear connect\agnin E. The submanifol® may be identified with the
zero locus of a sectioh € C*(M, E),

T =T3(X)€es,

where{e,} is a local frame folE overU c M. In order for the zero locus dof to define the smooth submanifaig
it is required that the mageT : TM — E, defined by the covariant derivative, must be of constark naa tubular
neighbourhoodls of X. Locally VeT is given by

VeT = dXVg; T3, = dX (5iTa + TbAﬁi) €ar

whereA?, are the connection cicients. Itis clear then that this map has constant rank ifalén neighbourhood

if and only if the matrix of partial derivativeg); T?|| does. If the function3 2 are assumed to be linearly independent,
then the sectiofl intersects the badd transversally and the map defined must be of constant rankawely. With

T fixed, the covariant derivative df defines a bundle homomorphism

VeET: TM — E.

The vector fieldR, may also be encoded into a homomorphism from an approprét®rbundlec — M into
the tangent bundl& M. Notice from the identification Hoi{ T M) = F* @ T M, that this homomorphism of vector
bundles defines and is defined by a section

» 0
R=R f*® — e C*(M,F"®@TM
(03 6X| ( )
for some local framgf®} of F*. The homomorphisnR is also required to have constant rank in some tubular
neighbourhood of. These constant rank requirementsRand Ve T are called theegularity conditions[s, [3].

When restricted t& the homomorphismR andVeT define the exact sequence of vector bundles

0-F3STMILESO )
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In general, this sequence will not form a complékX. The assumption that the vector fields are linearly inde-
pendent is equivalent to the homomorphiRrbeing injective. The image d®in T M forms a distribution which is
integrable only oveE.

Remark 1. The vector field$R, may not be linearly independent. Indeed, we may chodisearly dependent vector
fields, locally defined only oveX. These vector fields identify with a generating set of a gaalgebra, which are
not, in general, global independent generators. Whenifigghtvith a generating set of a gauge algebra, this linear
dependence is equivalent to the presence of reducibilitiergauge algebra. Likewise, the equatidfiéx) = 0 do

not need to be assumed to be independent equations. Relat@nexist between these which are called the Noether
identities in the physical literaturel[2]. To compensatetfis dependence, additional vector bundles need to be
introduced on either side &f andE inlfg) to incorporate these relations, and this chain ofaeltindles is required

to form an exact sequence o&rsee [3]. A generating set for the gauge algebra is callegptatmif it contains all

the information for the Noether identitie [2]. That the tedieldsR, can be identified with a complete set of gauge
generators is equivalent to exactness in the middle Tekirof the sequencél(2).

2.2. Projectible Multivector Fields

Recall that the foliation determined by the vector fieRjshas the associated space of leaNe$n generaN may
not be a smooth manifold, however one can describe the “dihaatctions and tensor fields dw in terms ofM. To
do this, we shall introduce the supermanifdld@*M, the odd cotangent bundle k.

Let IIT*M have local coordinates( X°) wheree(x') = e(xX)+1=1,and thex transform as¢’ = %xi*, for a
change of coordinates= X(x"). These coordinates are the odd momenta and the subaRj@idiac C*(ITT*M) of
fibrewise polynomial functions carries a natural gradinghoy odd momentum degree. Such fibrewise polynomial
functions are (in the case of usual manifolds (bosoMg) naturally identified with multivector fields o by the
odd isomorphisnd, — x;. This is a homomorphism of Lie algebras taking the Schoutecket of multivector
fields [-, —] to the canonical non-degenerate Poisson brackétorM induced from the canonical odd symplectic
structure. These will be freely identified, for example, widl imterchange the non-degenerate Poisson bracket and
the Schouten bracket without reference.

Define an ideall in 2((M) generated by the functio§' and the vector fieldR,,

J=(T%Ry).

The idealJ is closed under the Schouten bracket by equafibn (1) ane $ieR, are tangent t&. In terms of
the sectionsT andR, it is defined by the images of the associated niB@ndR, whereR is the homomorphism
R: F — TM as before, and : C*(M, E*) — C>(M) is obtained by fixingl (so giving all linear combinations
of the functionsT? which uses the natural pairing of sectioB® (M, E) x C*(M,E*) — C*(M)). Multivector
fields which are elements of this ideal will be callgtvial multivectors. Trivial multivectors are proportional to
linear combinations of the functioris® and the vector field&®,, and so when restricted to the submanifalavill

be proportional only to the vector field®,. An equivalence relatior may be defined in the algeb2&M); two
multivectorsU andV are said to be equivalend, ~ V, if their difference lies iry,

U-Veld. 3)
A multivector fieldU will be calledprojectibleif
[U,3] c 3. (4)

In particular, projectible multivector fields are thosetthee tangent t& and are constant over the integral sub-
manifolds of the foliation defined by the vector fields. They form a closed subalgeb?g (M) c (M) and define
a Poisson normaliser of the ideak 2(p(M). The algebra of projectible multivector fields dhinherits the momen-
tum grading from the larger algebra of multivector fields aad be writterR(p(M) = @kzom';,(M). Define the smooth
multivector fields on the leaf spadéthen as the quotient

2A(N) = Ap(M)/7,
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of the projectible multivector fields modulo the trivial asmé hese are precisely the multivector fieldssowhich are
constant over the integral submanifolds of the foliatiodemthe equivalence relation defined above.

Some remarkable subspaces2N) are2A°(N) and2*(N). The first can be identified with the set of smooth
functions onN, A°(N) = C*(N) and is referred to athe algebra of physical observablasphysics. The second
space is the space of vector fields n Such vector fields determine 1-parameter groups of autoinmems of the
algebraC>(N). For a projectible vector fiel € A5(M) and a functiorF € C*(N), define the Lie derivative of
alongV by _

F = [V.F]. (5)

The functionF will remain projectible for as long a% is projectible. In other word€J°(N) = C*(N) is a module over
the Lie algebr&*(N) and each projectible vector field defines a one-parameteipgsf automorphisms @@ (N).

Remark 2. When identified with a gauge system, the leaf sgdégthe reduced phase space, that is, the phase space
modulo the gauge equivalence. The smooth functior@*i(N) are then the measurable observables justifying the
name of the algebra of physical observables. They are thiostiéns which are invariant under gauge transformation.
Any projectible vector field/ as above then provides physical dynamics to the space, arfdparameter group of
automorphismg{5) determines the time evolution of the nlasde F under the dynamics of.

It is of interest to quantise the algeb@& (N) consistently, and in order to do this a construction wagmin
[E] to equip this algebra with a Poisson bracket. A natura} ¥eado this is to introduce a projectible bivector field
P € A2(M) which satisfies a weak type Jacobi identity

[P.P] €d. (6)

Such a bivector field induces a derivegak Poisson brackein the algebra of function8*(M) by the following
formula:
{F.G} = [[PF].C.

Itis called a weak Poisson bracket since the Jacobi ideintilgts only up to trivial multivector fields, equivalent to
the weak commutation relatiopl (6) of the Poisson biveBtofhe algebra&C>(N) however receives a Poisson bracket
in the usual sense since we pass to the quotient by the tniviliivector fields. A projectible vector fieNd e 9[,13(M)

will be calledweakly Poissoiif it preserves the weak Poisson structure in the sensd¥hBf € 7. A weak Poisson
vector fieldV together with the Poisson bivectBrdefines a Hamiltonian structure on the spateThe algebra of
functionsC*(N) is then a Poisson algebra together with a 1-parameter grfoRpisson automorphisms given by (5).

3. The Extended Manifold and the Master Function

3.1. The Extended Manifold

The construction of the previous section may be encodedarsiogle function on an extended manifold. This
function generates a first ordeifidirential operator called a homological vector field, whiglpiecisely the BRST
operator|[2] of an associated gauge system. This BRST apezatodes the information contained in the gauge
system, and allows one to study the system through the cologmof the operator.

To begin, the original manifolt¥ must be extended to include additional variables. Definextended manifold
M to be the total space of the vector bunHIE & ITF — M, which will complement the original variables'Y with
new odd coordinateg{, c*) from the fibres of the bundId$E andITF respectively. The supermanifoldl must then
be further extended to the odd cotangent burMle TIT*M to include the momenta variables with reversed parity:
(X", 1 C;,). We would like to interpret polynomial functions avi as multivector fields on the extended manifoit
however, notice that under a change of coordinatesx(x’), the odd momentx’ transform in the following way:

X=X + (-1)° T80 (T ) Zy»

where we write ,

A=(RE), 7= 0mc) Y=, and 2=ZTAR.
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This transformation is not correct for a vector field. To achéms, the manifoldV must be split into a direct sum
using a linear connection from which we may define new vaeslthat transform correctly. Fix a linear connection
V = Ve @ Ve on M with connection cofiicientsA2, which transform as

AR =0 (TR) TR + (CLYAMITA AR TE.

Define new coordinateg = X' — (—1)iBzBA|-’EZ,: calledlong momenteﬂﬁ]. By direct computation we obtain the
transformation law’ = Ji"xi*,, which now transform with respect to the Jacobian matrixvivat follows we will use
long momenta on our manifoly, which now splits into a direct sum

N=ITIEoIlIFoE*"®o F"®IIT*M.

As well as the Grassmann grading from the parity of the coatais and the momentum grading from the odd cotan-
gent structure)N carries two additional gradings. The first i¥Zegrading calledhe ghost numbethe name being
carried over from the physical usage when introducing ghaisables. Since our manifold is assumed to be purely
even, the ghost grading is related to the Grassmann paritiioparity equal to the ghost number modulo 2. The
second grading is aN-grading callecthe resolution degreeThe resolution degree is an auxiliary grading which
arises in the construction which will be detailed later. Elarity, we express the coordinates &hin the following
table together with their respective gradings:

| X [ e | X [ c

Parity () oj1;1(1(0¢0
Ghost (gh) o(-1|1|12]|0 (7

MomentumDegree(Deg) O | O | O | 1 | 1 | 1

Resolution (res) 0Oj1|]0|0|0|12

It will be convenient to introduce some collective notatigh= (X, 72, ¢*) andg;, = (X', 5, C,). Notice from the table
(@) that there exists the relation
ghi@n) = 1 - gh(@?).

Remark 3. For the construction realising a Hamiltonian gauge thebeyyariableg® correspond to the standard BFV

ghosts, and the® corresponding to their ghost momenta. These variablessrally taken as conjugate variables

with the canonical Poisson bracket on extended phase dpaweyer we do not assume this. If the gauge theory is

Lagrangian, then these correspond to the BV fields and adisfi In the presence of reducibility in the gauge system,
hosts for ghosts must be introduced as additional vasablhe chains of vector bundles described in reribrk 1. See
] for details.

The manifoldITT* M comes equipped with a canonical odd Poisson bracket indiroedthe canonical odd
symplectic structurel (d)éX;‘ + dnPn; + dC’c;). The use of long momenta associated with the connegtiomists
this odd bracket so that it has the following expressionsdal coordinates:

(5.¢7) = A, (6.€2) = ALCh. (:17°) = 3.
(.17 = 1A (. 72) = ARy (¢ &) =5 ®)
(x,x)) =6, (X, X5) = PRE c, + 11PRE 1y

and where all other brackets vanish identically. Here thmé%gi. andR7. are the components of the curvatures of
the connection¥ e andVpr respectively. This is an odd Poisson brac|<et of ghost degtewhich corresponds to
the odd symplectic 2-forrd®, where

© = dXX" + Ve, + Vnec?c,
and ‘ ‘
Vien® = dp? - pPdXAS(X),  Viec” = de” — CdXAj(X).

Notice that in the case when the bundieandF are trivial, all connection components and curvaturesstgrand we
recover the canonical odd Poisson bracket on the odd catabgedIlelIT* M. In all casesM c N is a Lagrangian
submanifold defined by setting all odd momegptdo be zero.
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3.2. The Master Function
IntroduceS e C*(N) with the gradings

€(S) =0, ghS) =2, Deg(S) > 0,
such thasS self commutes under the Poisson brackkt (8),
(S.8)=0. ©)

This functionS will be called themaster functiorwhich satisfies thenaster equatiorfd). The master function will
encode all the information about the sectidh&ndR, the compatibility conditions between them, and the weak
Poisson structure introduced. Local§/has the appearance

S =T, + 'R + PIxx + (PemU2, + VXX + WYX + Y73 ) ¢ +

PP (P A X + CBlaX X + DEXXX + YDyt + FompX;) + res> 2 terms

The codficients in the terms of resolution degree zero may be ideatfigh the component$?, the vector fields

R, and the components of the weak Poisson bivetorThe other functions appearing as fiugents are the higher
structure functions and give higher relations betweendief degree terms. In order to obtain the regularity condi-
tions imposed previously, we need to assume that

= (n,m),

2
rank( 0°S )

N
wherem andn are the ranks of the bundl&sandF respectively.
Consider an expansion &fin terms of the momentum degree

ds=0

S =) "= QMg + 1*Pg50s + E"PCppen +
k=1

The master equation gives the following relations in thedsinegrees:

(Q» Q) = O’ (Q7 H) = 0» and Q—I» H) = _Z(Q’ E) (10)

The first of these ensures th@t= Q*(¢)¢ is a homological vector field on the Lagrangian submanifeldQ is a
Grassmann odd, ghost vector field that squares to zero. The first few terms in looardinates are

Q= Tai + 'R (oBAV +1 Ab. ;Xi)+cﬁc”u7 0 4. (11)

Bl ocy % dor
It is the restriction of the Hamiltonian derivation defineg ® to the submanifold\, (S, -)|p = Q. Notice thatQ
contains all the information about the components of thé@ed@ and the vector fieldR,. It is the component 0%
which encodes the construction outlined in the previous@@dndependent of the Poisson structure which is present
in the componenil*&,

The existence and uniqueness of the master fun@i@mise as a solution td](9) subject to certain boundary
conditions. These boundary conditions are preciselyictisins on the resolution degree coming from the extended
Koszul-Tate resolution set into the background of theseutations. The existence of solutions fd (9) follows from
standard homological perturbation theory, the details lnittvmay be found exactly n|ﬂ[2] or more generallyﬁh [8].
Here, only a sketch of the existence®Wwill be provided.

Consider an expansion &fin terms of the resolution degree

S:isn.
n=0
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The first terms irS are known due to the nature of the construction. They coosiste Koszul-Tate dferentials, a
differentiald, and a correction terraSuch tha®? = 0, d? = [6, § and the terms of resolution degre&, -1 and 0 in
(S,S) = 2S? vanish. The Koszul-Tate fierential is a dferential providing a homological resolution of the algebra
Ho(6) = C*(X). That s, it implements the restriction to the surfacen the level of homology. It does so by setting

(kew)o = C°(M),  (imé)o = (T?).

It is a differential of resolution degre€l, ghost degree 1 and is required to kill anything with resolution degree 0.
These properties follow from the homological perturbatiequirements. Using thes&takes the form

0

. 0
6:Ta6_r]a+Ra)¢

ac,’

(12)

The diferentiald is called the longitudinal dierential and is a dlierential along leaves of the foliation; to the vectors
R, correspond dual dierential 1-forms forming the dual distribution. The longiinal diferential is a dierential

on these forms. It implements the concept of invariant fiomstover the integral submanifolds by annihilating those
invariant functions. These terms are all known from therimfation contained in the initial data. Therefore in order
to constructS we need to consider the higher terms in resolution delgrda fact, we assume the construction for

k — 1 and look at the conditions da Substituting the sur8’ = Y¥_, S, into (d) we come to the equation

6Sk = pr-1(So, - - - » Sk-1).

wherepy_1 is a function of resolution degrde— 1. One can then eliminaj&_; by a suitable choice ofy. From
the Jacobi identity &, S), S) = 0, the ternmpy_1 is 6-closed by comparing resolution degrees. The assumedarggul
conditions ensure that theffirentials is acyclic

H(d) =0, k>0

Thereforep-; is not onlys-closed, it iss-exact. So there exisg satisfying this condition. The other termsS$nare
found recursively from the previous terms. We need only tc&tthe first equation to finish the sketch of the proof,

0S1 = po(So) = (So, So).

This gives equations that are equivalent to the definingiogls for the sectiol, the homomorphisni, and the
bivector fieldP.
Now S is unigue up to a canonical transformation. The ambiguityréconstruction above, replacing

Sk — Sk + 0Fk41,

may be absorbed by a canonical transformation of the odég®oimanifoldV. This is given explicitly in |ﬂ3] amongst
others.

3.3. Cohomology of Q

The master function gives rise to the homological vectod figbn the Lagrangian submanifol c N. This may
be viewed as a tlierential which provides the algebC&’ (N) with the structure of a cochain compléx: CI"""‘(N) -

Cl"j’lk(N), naturally bi-graded by the momentum and ghost degredis thé vector field
QF = (SL,F) for FeC™(N).
The cohomology groups fa@ decompose with respect to both the momentum dédgeaal the ghost degrée

H(Q = P HIQ.
k!

Lemma 1. For k > |, the groups IJli(Q) are trivial.



Proof. First, Q may be graded by resolution degree and decomposeirté + A, where
resg) = -1, res(\) > 0.

(Note thats here is the dferential [I2) restricted to the extended maniféid) Further, we may grade by resolution
degree so that

Q=6+A0+2Ai.
i=1

Let us choosé= € HK(Q) such thatk > I. Comparing the degrees in tabld (7), it can be seen thap(f§s¢
Deg@™) — gh@™), so that
resf) > 0.

Suppose that the lowest resolution degree terf ivas degree. GradeF asF = Y7, Fp, (starting fromn = r), with
resFn) = n. We wish to findG e C;”;'(Q) such thaF = QG. Note that resg) > resf).
As F is aQ-cocycle,QF = 0 and in resolution degree- 1, we have

OoF,=0= F, =6G; .1

for someG;.1 sinced is acyclic in positive resolution degree. Looking at thecsetlowest degree, resolution degree
r, we come to
6Fr+1 + AoFr =0. (13)

FromQ?F = 0 we obtain
S(AF) + A(6F) + A’F = 0.

On expanding this in resolution degree, we come to the eopsti
5A0 + A05 = 0, (14)

6A1 + A6 + A5 =0,
plus equations of resolution degree greater than 0. StheesG, .1, equation[(IB) becomes
O0Fri1 = —AoFy
= _A0(6Gr+l)
= 6(AoGr+1) by (14)

Therefore
O(Fri1— AoGri1) = 0= Fry1 — AgGry1 = 0Gy 2,

for some functiorG,,». Finally,
Fri1 = AoGri1 + 6Gri2 = QGlreso)=r+1-

Continually solving gives a functio® such thaQG = F and so all cohomology groups are triviakit> |. O
Proposition 1. A multivector field U is projectible if and only if it is a Q-cpde.

Proof. Let F be a multivector field with Delg = k which is extended homogeneously by ghost degresms. In
resolution degree,
F=>F,
r=0

noting that rest) > 0 by the observation in Lemma 1. Looking at fixed resolutiogrde, the termQF gives the
equations
OFr1 = pr+1(F0» cees Fr)-
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Suppose thaQF = 0. Then the equation in resolution degree 0 is satisfied ifary if F is projectible, that is
[F,J] € 3. Conversely, ifF is projectible, the first equation is satisfied in resoluti@gree 0. By a similar argument
to the proof of Lemma 1, all higher resolution terms &eoboundaries due to the condition @F = 0 and
the acyclicity of¢ in positive resolution degrees. The projectibility comatis are required in this case to start the
induction due to the fact thatis not acyclic in degree 0. Therefore all projectible mudttors may be lifted to a
Q-cocycle. Two equivalent multivectors, in the sense of #iation [3), difer by aQ-coboundary. O

From the construction a8, thek-th cohomologyH*(Q) of the diferentialQ coincides with thé-th cohomology
group H¥(d|Ho(6)), the cohomology ofl in the homology grougo(s). In particular, the first cohomology group
Hg(Q) in ghost degree 0 is isomorphic to the algebra of physicakolablesC>®(N), [E B]. Intuitively, Hg(Q)
contains the classes of functions restricted to the mah¥dly 5 which are constant along the integral submanifolds
of the foliation given by the vector field?,. The invariance is shown by the annihilation of these by fifieckntial
d. Other notable cohomology groups incluld%(Q) and H§(Q) which consist of the all projectible vector fields and
bivector fields orM respectively under restriction dT*M.

The master functio® generates a sequence of higher Poisson brackets on thetdaviifvhich providesC® (M)
with the structure of a homotopy Poisson algebra, Br,aalgebra. Define thk-bracket as

{F1,....Fids = (+--(S,F1)..... Fo)| (15)

as a sequence of nested brackets, for functians. ., Fx € C*(M). Each bracket is a derivation with respect to each
argument and the Grassmann parity dlaracket is equal tt mod 2. Since $, S) = 0, the higher Jacobi identities
hold for all higher bracketsL__Lill]. These higher Jacobiiiies are Jacobi identities satisfied up to higher homet®pi
In the case of the 3-bracket, this is a genuine homotopy @iéimd the trilinear bracket:

{F, G}, H} + (-1)°"{{F, H}, G}+(-1)F ¢ ({G, H}, F} =
Q{F, G, H}+{QF, G, H} + (-1)"%{QG, F, H} + (-1)"F*®(QH, F, G}.

The usual Jacobi identity is satisfied upQecoboundaries. Therefore, on passing to@aeohomology, the function
S induces a genuine even Poisson bracket on the $p3@). This is exactly the Poisson structure induced from the
weak Poisson bracket on the leaf spadut with the extension to the extended manifaitl

4. A Lift to the Algebra of Forms

4.1. Lifting the Master Function

In [E]], a construction was given to canonically lift any Pma bracket or sequence of Poisson brackets on a
manifold to an odd Poisson bracket or sequence of odd Poissaiets on the odd tangent bundle. In the case of an
even binary bracket, this lift reproduces the odd Koszutkeaon diferential forms. To do this, a function on the
cotangent bundle is canonically identified using the hogickl vector field corresponding to the Poisson structure.
Our approach will be slightly dierent, in that we will lift the master functio8 to the odd tangent bundlBT N
using a secondary canonical identification. On this spateduce the odd velocities to their coordinates\dnwith
gradings as in the following table:

| X [t e [ X | ma |6 | dX [ dy? | de” | dX | dr | dg

Parity o(f1}1|1|j0|0] 12 0 0 0 1 1
Ghost o(-1(1|1|2|0]|-1] -2 0 0 1 -1
MomentumDeg| O | O | O | 2 | 1 | 1 - - - - -
Res Deg oOoj1(0|0|]0|1 - - - - - -

Collectively, letd¢” = (dX,dn?, dc®) and d¢n = (dx',dy; dc;). This manifold may be naturally identified with
T*(IIT M) by the difeomorphism
Kk TITN) > TN,
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which can be seen as an analogue to the Tulczyjew isomorp[ﬁgsr(m)r see |I_b]). It is a composition of two natural
identifications,
OTN)=T*(N) and T*(N) = T"(N7).

The first is the canonical pairing of the odd tangent bundté tie cotangent bundle using the canonical odd sym-
plectic form onIIT*M. The second is the canonical isomorphism which interchaifiges coordinates with their
corresponding momenta. This isomorphism was first destiibéhe work of Mackenzie and Xu, and may be found
in [Ia] which was then extended to supermanifolds by Voro@] (In HE] the expression gives a symplecto-
morphism whereas we prefer to take the choice of signs whigsgn anti-symplectomorphism between the two
canonical structures.) In terms of local coordinates d”, pa, 7a) on T*(N*), « is described as

K@) =¢" K(de?) = (-1)%d¢”, «(pa) = ddp, K (Ta) =~

Underx, the symplectic formr = drad(dyg®) + dpady” is given byx*e = d(dg,)dg” — d(d¢?)de¢s, which generates
the even non-degenerate Poisson bracket of ghost degree 0:

{F G _( 1)A(F+1)

OF 0G + 1 OF 0G CayF OF 0G _1F6F oG
6d¢ 6¢A adgA dg, e adg, Ay odeA )

Define the functiom € C*(ITT ) as the canonical Grassmann odd, ghdsfunctionA = (-1)*d¢*d¢. Notice that
A self-commutes non-triviallA, A} = 0. Using this, the master functidmay be lifted to the odd tangent bundle,

={A, S}
as an odd function of ghost degreg. Explicitly, for selected terms,
¥ = dX (3T + C"HRLX + 8,PRxx) — AR, X

(c R, + 2P x: + pc’c” ”ﬁa) dx +Tdn; + fc’U ) dc, + - --

The function¥ is Poisson-nilpotent if and only i satisfies the master equatidd (9). Indeed, with the even
bracket{—, -}, A generates the odd bracket,¢) on N by the formula £, -) = {{A,—},—}|N. Therefore, if¥
Poisson commutes it follows from the Jacobi identity

0= {¥,'¥} = {{A,S},{A, S} = {{{A, S1, AL S} - {A.{{A, S}, S}, (16)

that [9) is satisfied, since the first term on the right hand s&hishes from the nilpotency af

In the same way that multivector fields on a manifold are ifiedtwith functions on its odd cotangent bundle,
differential forms may be identified with functions on the oddgtmt bundle. Identify dierential forms on the
extended manifold\1 with fibrewise polynomial function®(M) c C*(ITT M). Under the identificatior, they are
those functions which are fibrewise polynomial on the Lagram submanifoldC c IITN,

= {(¢", ¢, do?, do) € TITA | ¢* = 0 = dg”}.

Specifically, forw € Q(M), K*w = «*w(p, dp). We will freely identify these functions and write simply e Q(M)
for a functions*w € «*(Q(M)). (Notice that unlike multivector fields however we do neted to introduce new
coordinates via a connection, since theetransform correctly.)

SinceS satisfies the master equatlcm,defines a homological vector field ofy given as the restriction t@ of
the derivation defined by: Q = —}£- Locally,

S api @ @ 9 9 9
Q = (C RIQ +n ac CBA‘IBaa) +CBC Ugﬁm +Ta£ +d)da Ta@dna (17)
+(c"dXoR) + de"RY) —— 0, oaur 2 4.
' adxi % gdcr
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Since{¥, ¥} = 0, ¥ generates a sequence of derived brackets on the Lagrandpararifold L by

[wi,. . o] = { AP wih o (18)

for functionsw; € C*(L). This sequence of odd brackets provides the alg€b@’) with the structure of als..-
algebra or an odd homotopy Poisson algebra. This is prgdbkelS.-structure defined ir[[4] on the algebra of
differential forms, corresponding toRa,-structure on the base manifold; the P-structure in our case is defined
by the sequence of brackeffs{15).

4.2. The Cohomology &}

Analogous to the case @, the vector field) acts as a dierential of ghost degreel onC>(£). This turns the
algebra into a comple® : C(£) — C7,(L) naturally graded by ghost degreeSince all momentum terms are zero
over L, it is beneficial to use the natural grading on the algebrawoh$ pulled back to”. We call this grading the
form degreewith the termsd¢” having form degree-1, and all other variables are assigned zero. The cohomology
of the diferentialQ decomposes with respect to the form dedread the ghost degree:

HQ = P HIQ.
kI

Unlike the algebra of multivector fields okl which has only the odd Poisson bracKét (8), the algebraftgréitial
forms on M inherits the whole sequence of odd Poisson brackets give@ @)y As such, we obtain a sequence
of odd Poisson brackets when passing to the cohomolod. ofn particular, there is a true odd binary bracket
on (@-cohomology classes of) filerential forms, which may be viewed as a direct lift (in these of Iﬂl]) of the
Poisson bracket that was observed on the cohnomahfQ) = ea|H,0(Q). Such a binary bracket may be called the
Koszul bracket of dferential forms orlN, and the binary bracket ad@> (L) restricts to a weak Koszul-type bracket
on differential forms orM. To parallel Propositiori {1) then, we make the following diifon.

Definition 1. A projectible djferential form on Mis a functionw € C*(IIT M) such that its appropriate extension to
the Lagrangian submanifold is a Q-cocycle.

Indeed, for a form to be invariant over the integral subn@dg defined by the vector field,, it is natural to ask
for the conditionLg w o T + dT; that the Lie derivative be proportional to the compondritef the sectionl and
their differentials. With expansiofi.{IL7), one can see that this dondi reproduced exactly by the cocycle equation
Qw = 0 in the lowest degrees.

Proposition 2.

1. Under the odd binary bracket, projectible forms form a ch&®isson subalgebra.
2. This subalgebra is closed under d, the exterigfatential.

3. The algebra of projectible gierential forms is a module over the algebra of projectibletaefields with respect
to the interior product.

Proof. Let w,r € C*(£) beQ-cocyclesQuw = 0 = Or.
1. The first claim is obvious by an application of the Jacobniity:
Qw. 7] = {¥. {{¥, w}, T}|L}’£

= {te.tp ol T - (D2 (v o )]

The first term vanishes sin¢®, ¥} = 0. The second term requires both the projectibility.odndr to vanish
when restricted to the Lagrangian submanitdld
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2. The de Rham dierential is given by the vector flehﬂpA BA onIIT M. Pulling back taZ, the vector fieldd has
the local expression

- (D
and is Hamiltonian sincd = {A, —}|,. Then
d(Qu) = (A (%, wilcl],
= {{A, W) o)|, - (1A, 0},
= -Q(dw),

since{A,A} = 0. So if a form is projectible, its exterior flierential is also. (Notice that the commutator
[Q.d] =Qd+dQ=0.,)

3. LetX be a projectible vector field, writteNA(¢)¢; as a function oiC* (IIT NV). The interior product wittX is
the vector field

IX = ( 1)X A(¢)3d¢A

which may be expressed in terms of the Poisson bracket:

(11X =)z = (1Y XA(9)

ad(ﬁA = IX.

Consider

Q(xw) = (-1 (¥, X wlls}|,

= (-1 {{¥, X}, w X AP, 0, -

o)l +

It can be seen that both terms vanish, the first from the ptibjéty of X, and the second from the projectibility
of w. Soixw defines a projectible form so long Zsemains a projectible vector field.

O

4.3. One Parameter Subgroups of Automorphisms

Now we turn to one parameter subgroups of automorphismsojégiible diterential forms orM. The interest
here is physical. In line with Remalk 2, a projectible vedteld provides the related gauge system with dynamics,
and the one parameter subgroup generated by the flow givevdhéeion of measurable observables through time.
As such, given a projectible vector field, we can describestigdution of diferential forms over the flow d¥, and
ask about those forms which are constant.

As in E], introduce a vector field/ on the space of leavé$ which can be seen to provide dynamics. Such a
vector field is a projectible vector field dd and so its appropriate extensionAd is a Q-cocycle, but further it is
required to satisfy its own master equation

(S,v)=0. (29)

This condition define¥ as a weak Poisson vector field dh equipped with the weak Poisson bracket. The vector
field is a functionv € C*(N) and is graded as

gh(V) = +1, e(V) = +1, Deg{) > 0.
Locally, up to resolution degree ¥, has the expression
V= ViX + (PW +Gox) ¢l + i (M + LEXIX + CTNLo X)) +

ThatV exists is proved in the same way as fir The higher terms are found by recursive solutiong td (1%ixad
resolution degrees.
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For a projectible function (physical observable¥ Hg(Q), the Lie derivative of alongV was given by[(b):
F=(V.F)lo-

The Lie derivative of a dierential form along a projectible vector field may also berdg=fi In a similar way t&, V
must be lifted to an even function on the odd tangent bun@lieoted byl € C*(ITT V), where

I'={A,V}.
We consider the analogous relation[tg](19):

(¥,T) = ({A, S}, {A, V)
= {%. ALV} — {A. {{A. S} V). (20)

The first term vanishes from the Poisson-nilpotencypénd sinceV satisfies the master equation, the second term
vanishes also. SpP, T’} = 0 if and only if the master equation {19) is satisfied.
A projectible vector field may be lifted to ®-commuting function and we may define the Lie derivative of a
projectible diferential form along/ as
o = {T, w)lz. (21)

Thatw remains projectible can be seen by an application of thebiaentity; it will remain projectible so long as
V remains projectible. If the form is constant over the flowemted by, thenw = 0 at the level of cohomology.
Therefore the formw'is O-exact, and so is &-coboundary of some (not necessarily projectible) farwf ghost
degree one less tham In terms of the original manifoli!, this reproduces the condition

Lywly =0: Lywoc T+dT

in the correct degrees. For example,det dp”wa(¢) be a 1-form of ghost degreel. An appropriate formr of
ghost degree 2 has expression= dXn?ry + dn?ry + - - -. Performing the calculations we come to

Vigiw;dx + dxio;Viw; = T2dXti + dX6iTors,

the expression above but in local coordinates.
The natural operations on forms have the following degrees:

d:H(Q) - HLD).,  w:HND - HY(Q),

for V a projectible homogeneous D&f(multivector field with gh¥) = +n. Notice that ifV has degrees Degj = +1,
gh(V) = +1 (V is a ghost+1 vector field), then

Ly H{Q) - HYD).

The Lie derivative along a vector fiel is given by the well-known formul&y = d o 1y + (=1)Vzy o d. Since botid
and:, can be expressed in terms of the Poisson bracket, the Lieatiee can also, and by the Jacobi identity is equal
to the expressiol (21):

Lyw = (-1)" {{A,V} o), = (-1)o. (22)

This expression provides the following simply observatibw = 0 thendw = 0 also.

Proposition 3. Let V be a projectible vector field andits lift by A. Suppose thab is a projectible djferential form
and X is a second projectible vector field. Then

(1xw) = 1x(@) + (=1 (V. X), 0] .
where(V, X) is the bracke{8) of vector fields X and V. In terms of the Lie derivative,
Lyixw = ixLyw + (1YY {(V. X),w}lL.
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Proof. By Propositiofi2;xw is projectible. Now the statement follows from another aggtion of the Jacobi identity
and [22):
(1xw) = (1) (T, {X, W},
= (- {0, X} 0], + ()" (X AT, w|,
= (-1 {(\ X), 0], + 1x(@).
|

The interior product withkX commutes with the Lie derivative ovgrup to the commutator of the two vector fields.

Corollary 1. Suppose thatyw = 0 (in Q-cohomology). Thevixw = O if vector fields X and V commute. In
particular, this occurs iffV, X] € J (or [V, X] ~ 0in equivalence relatioif3)).

Corollary 2. Suppose thab is a projectible1-form such thatLyw = 0 (in Q-cohomology). Let X be another
projectible vector field such thd¥, X] € 3. Then F= ixw is a projectible function invariant over the flow generated
by V. Itis a physical observable representing an integrahefmotion defined by V.

Proposition 4. Letw andt be projectible forms such that for a projectible vector fieldLyw = 0 and Ly = 0 (in
Q-cohomology). Then
Lylw, 7] =0,

at the level of cohomology.

Proof. Further applications of the Jacobi identity:

(1" Lulw, 7] = {T{¥. 0l e,

= (e ol + (e m ol o, + (v oL,

The first term vanishes from equatidn}19), the second twm ftlee invariance of the two forms ovst and the
projectibility conditions. O

Corollary 3. For a projectible1-form w and function F such thab = 0 andF = 0 in cohomology, the function
[w, F] is projectible andfy[w, F] = 0. That is, the Koszul bracket of a V-invariant form with a Wanant function
produces again a V-invariant function - a physical obseteatbhich is an integral of the motion prescribed by V.

5. Examples of Weak Poisson Systems

5.1. Invertible Upper Triangular Matrices

Consider the Lie groujp, of invertiblen x n upper triangular matrices and its Lie algebyrthe space of all upper
triangular matrices. Lefj = [t,t] be the first derived subalgebra gfthe Lie algebra of strictly upper triangular
matrices.

A gauge system can be defined Bnby specifying no constraint equations and setting the gaegerators to
be the left invariant vector fields iip TakeV € t such thal/ can be written as a sum of a non-zero diagonal matrix
and a strictly upper triangular matrix. That we require a-zero diagonal matrix is the same as asking Was
not purely a gauge generator and contains non-trivial corapts. As an example, také= (0---0v) wherev is a
column vectow = (vi, ..., Vy)" andv, # 0. Consider a bivectd? = P”ej A € whereg is the zero matrix with a 1 in
the (, )" position andPl = —P1' is an antisymmetric constant matrix. Trivially, both of $eeare projectible:

[V.R] €b, [P.R] =Plle,Rlrne -Plle,RIAg ehAt, Reb,

since every commutator belongs to the derived subalgebra
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It is also trivial thatP acts as a weak Poisson bivector
[PP]=PIP™e,en] A€jAE+---€hALAL
and thatV is a weak Poisson vector field fér
[V,P] =2P[V,e] AeehAt

Therefore we may define a weak Poisson structur€oiiThis weak Poisson system contains a lot of freedom in the
choice of Poisson bivector and the vector figld The idealy defines a normal subgrolh c T, consisting of the
upper triangular matrices with 1's on the diagonal and weatarsider the quotierit,/H equipped with the induced
Poisson structure.

This example clearly admits a generalisation. Gdie a Lie group with Lie algebr@such that §, g] is a proper
ideal ofg. Sinceg/[g, g] # 0, a non-trivial vector field and Poisson bivecBbmay then be constructed in such a way
that all the relations between them are trivially satisffaslé consider the gauge generators to be the vector fields in
the derived subalgebra. Since the derived subalgebra teal it corresponds to a normal subgrdtiin G and we
can consider the quotieXt= G/H as a Poisson manifold with Poisson structBréln generaH may not always be
a closed subgroup in the Lie group sense, therefore we ashatté is a proper Lie subgroup of the Lie gro@®)

A one-parameter subgroup of Poisson automorphisr@$°¢K) is generated by the projectible vector field.

Note that any ideal of can be suitably chosen to be a set of gauge generators, hothievehoice of bivector

becomes less trivial as the projectibility conditions aneautomatically satisfied.

5.2. The Heisenberg Group
Consider the 3-dimensional Heisenberg gréizR):

1 ac
Hs(R) = 0 1 b {labceR}.
0 01
Its Lie algebrays is generated by
010 0 0O 0 01
p=| 0 0 0f, g=[|0 0 1|, z=| 0 0 O
0 0O 0 0O 0 0O
which satisfy the commutation relation
[p.al =2

and all others are zero.
Identify H3(R) with R3 with local coordinatesx, y, z). The generators dfz correspond to the vector fields

1 1
X=6x—§y(92, Y=8y+éxﬁz, Z =0,

ConsideiZ as a gauge generator &3. Then a bivectoP such as
P=XAY
is a weak Poisson bivector as it satisfies the weak Jacoltitgen
[P.P]=2XAYAZ
Let

1
V = yox — X0y, 0=dz+ > (ydx— xdy)
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be a vector field and 1-form respectively. Both are gaugeiang and the contraction

o(V) = % (3 +y?)

is invariant with respect to the flow &f: V(x? + y?) = 0. We can see th&? as the quotient dR? by the gauge orbits
is equipped with the Poisson structi®e= dy A dy and a subgroup of Poisson automorphisms generatéd Ghis
is the Poisson structure induced from the canonical syrtiplsitucture oriR?. Under the flow oiV, functions of the
form f = f(x? + y?) are invariant which is clear sind¢generates rotations about the origin.

Both of these examples contained no constraint equatiange\er these can be easily included by viewing each
group as a subgroup of the corresponding general lineampgaaod smoothly extending the vector fields into this
ambient group.

5.3. Jacobi Manifolds
A Jacobi manifold i, P, R) is a manifoldM with a distinguished bivector fielet and vector fieldR such that

[PPl=2PAR  [P.R]=0.

On settingR to be a single gauge generator, we see Ehaigether withR defines a weak Poisson structure on the
manifold M. Consider the case whekl is a contact manifold, so difd = 2n + 1 and there exists a 1-forthsuch

thaté A (d6)" does not vanish. Locally oM, there exist coordinates ¢*,...,q" p% ..., p") such that
n . .
0 =dt- Z pidd.
i-1
Let

d N 0 9
R:— P= _— | — _—.
o iZl:(aq' *P at)A ap

ThenP andR as defined satisfy the conditions of a Jacobi manifold angecify a weak Poisson structure dh
Further we are provided with a natural gauge invariant tafér

L560=0.

Any vector field of the formv = V{(a, p)a%i + V(. p)aipj + V(g, p, )3, will be gauge invariant, sinceV[d;] =
oV(q, p, t)o:. Consider the vector field

0 0

S I
V_q(9qi papi'

This defines a weak Poisson vector field sifiéeP] = 0. Contracting with gives
n . .
f=6(v)=-> pd,
i=1

andV(f) = 0, sinceV = [P, f]. So we have a one-parameter family of Poisson automorplusrttse quotient space
with f a constant function along the flow ot
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