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1 Introduction

This paper aims to propose a reduction scheme for multivector fields that is phrased in terms
of L..-morphisms and adapted to deformation quantization. Deformation quantization has been
introduced in [I] by Bayen, Flato, Fronsdal, Lichnerowicz and Sternheimer and it relies on the
idea that the quantization of a Poisson manifold M is described by a formal deformation of the
commutative algebra of smooth complex-valued functions 6°° (M), a so-called star product. The
existence and classification of star products on Poisson manifolds has been provided by Kontse-
vich’s formality theorem [I5], whereas the invariant setting of Lie group actions has been treated
by Dolgushev, see [9L[10]. In the last years many developments have been done, see e.g. [3L14L[16].
More explicitly, the formality provides an L..-quasi-isomorphism between the differential graded
Lie algebra of multivector fields and the multidifferential operators resp. the invariant versions.
One open question and our main motivation is to investigate the compatibility of deformation
quantization and phase space reduction in the Poisson setting.

In the classical setting one considers here the Marsden-Weinstein reduction [I8]. Suppose that
a Lie group G acts by Poisson diffeomorphisms on the Poisson manifold M and that it allows an
Ad*-equivariant momentum map J: M — g* with 0 € g* as value and regular value, where g
is the Lie algebra of G. Then C' = J~!({0}) is a closed embedded submanifold of M and the
reduced manifold M,.q = C/G is again a Poisson manifold if the action on C' is proper and free.
Reduction theory is very important and it is still very active field of research. Among the others,
we mention the categorical reformulation performed in [7].

In the setting of deformation quantization a quantum reduction scheme has been introduced
in [2], see also [14] for a slightly different formulation, which allows the study of the compatibility
between the reduction scheme and the properties of the star product, as in [II]. One crucial
ingredient are quantum momentum maps (see [26]) and pairs consisting of star products with
compatible quantum momentum maps are called equivariant star products. For symplectic man-
ifolds these equivariant star products have recently been classified and it has been shown that
quantization commutes with reduction, see [22H24]. More precisely, equivariant star products
on M are classified by certain elements in the cohomology of the Cartan model for equivariant
de Rham cohomology [13] and the characteristic classes of the equivariant star product and the
reduced star product are related by pull-backs.



In the more general setting of Poisson manifolds, star products are classified by Maurer-Cartan
elements in the DGLA of multivector fields, i.e. by formal Poisson structures. Unfortunately in
this case there is no pull-back available and one has to use different techniques. Motivated by the
aim of reducing the formality, we want to describe the reductions in terms of L.,-morphisms. In
particular, in this paper we construct such a reduction for the classical side, i.e. for the equivariant
multivector fields Tq(M), a certain DGLA whose Maurer-Cartan elements are invariant Poisson
structures with equivariant momentum maps. Assuming for simplicity M = C x g*, which always
holds locally in suitable situations, we can perform a Taylor expansion around C', obtaining a new
DGLA Tr.,(C x g*). On C x g* we have the canonical momentum map J given by the projection
on g* and the canonical linear Poisson structure myys induced by the action Lie algebroid. They
give a new DGLA structure on Tr, (C x g*) with differential [rxxs — J, -] and we show that this
DGLA is quasi-isomorphic to the multivector fields on M,qq, as desired. One has an L.,-quasi-
isomorphism between these two DGLA’s, see Theorem

Theorem There exists an Loo-quasi-isomorphism Treq: Tray(C X g%) = Toory(Mied)-

The morphism T,eq is obtained by inverting a certain inclusion i of DGLA’s. In order to give
a more explicit formula we look at general deformation retracts: let (A4,da) and (B,dg) be two
differential graded Lie algebras and assume that we have

(4,ds) ———= (B.dp) _ On (1.1)

where 7 and p are quasi-isomorphisms of cochain complexes with homotopy h, and where poi = id 4
and h? = hoi=poh =0. Using for a coalgebra morphism F': S(B[1]) — S(A[1]) the notation

1 2 1 k
Looi+1(F) = Qapo Fiyy — Fy 0 QF jy1s

where Qﬁx,k 41 and Q’fgﬁ k41 are the extensions of the Lie brackets to the symmetric algebras, and
extending h in an appropriate way to Hy on S*(B[1]), we prove in Proposition 3.2 and 3.3t

Proposition Given a deformation retract as in (LIJ).
i.) If i is a DGLA morphism, then P: S*(B[1]) — S®*(A[1]) with structure maps P{ = p and
Ple = Loo k41(P) 0 Hyq1 for k > 1 yields an Loo-quasi-isomorphism that is quasi-inverse
to 1.
i.) If p is a DGLA morphism, then I: S®(A[l]) — S®*(B[1]) with structure maps I} = i and
I,i =ho Lei(I) for k > 2 is an Lo -quasi-isomorphism that is quasi-inverse to p.

This allows us to give a more explicit description of Tred and its Lo-quasi-inverse. Moreover, it
allows us to globalize the result, compare Theorem B.1}

Theorem There exists a curved Lo,-morphism
TYEd: (TB(M)a /\7 7[‘]7 ! ]a [ y ]) — (Tpoly(MTEd)v Oa 07 [ y * ])a (12)
where the curvature X = e* ® (e;)a is given by the fundamental vector fields of the G-action.

We call T\oq reduction Lo,-morphism and we extend the statements to the setting of formal power
series in h. After rescaling the involved curvatures and differentials appropriately, T;oq gives in
particular a way to associate formal Maurer-Cartan elements. In T4(M)[[A]] resp. Tr., (C' % g*)[[R]]
with rescaled structures, formal Maurer-Cartan elements can be interpreted as formal Poisson
structures 75 with formal momentum map Jr = J + AJ'. Thus, we have the following properties:

e The Poisson bracket { -, - }1 induced by 7 is G-invariant,
e The fundamental vector fields are given by &y = { -, Ja(§)}n € T>°(TM), and

o {Jn(&), Jn(n)}n = Jn([&,n])-



Comparing the orders of & directly shows that the lowest order is a well-defined Poisson structure
on M and that J is an equivariant momentum map with respect to it, and T,.q maps such an
object to a formal Poisson structure on M eq.

Note that there is also another reduction scheme for such formal Poisson structures with formal
momentum maps, obtained by adapting the reduction scheme for star products from [2,[14], i.e.
using the homological perturbation lemma [6]. Finally, we show in Theorem [5.4¢

Theorem The reduction of formal equivariant Poisson structures with formal momentum maps
via the reduction Lo,-morphism coincides with the reduction of formal Poisson structures via the
homological perturbation lemma.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 2l we recall the basic notions of (curved) Lo.-algebras,
L.-morphisms and twists. In Section Bl we consider general deformation retracts of DGLA’s and
prove the explicit formulas for the extensions of the inclusion resp. projection to L..-morphisms
needed to describe T red in Section @ Here we also construct the reduction scheme for the Taylor
expansion, both in the classical and the formal setting. Finally, in Section[Ewe construct the global
reduction L.,-morphism and compare the reduction via T,.q with the classical Marsden-Weinstein
reduction and with the reduction of formal Poisson structures via the homological perturbation
lemma as explained in Appendix [Al

Acknowledgements

The authors are grateful to Alejandro Cabrera and Stefan Waldmann for the helpful comments.
This work was supported by the National Group for Algebraic and Geometric Structures, and
their Applications (GNSAGA — INdAM). The third author is supported by the DFG research
training group "gk1821: Cohomological Methods in Geometry"

2 Preliminaries

In this section we recall the notions of (curved) Loo-algebras, Lo,-morphisms and their twists by
Maurer—Cartan elements to fix the notation. Proofs and further details can be found in [9LI0l12].

We denote by V* a graded vector space over a field K of characteristic 0 and define the shifted
vector space V[k]* by

V[k]e — VZJrk.

A degree +1 coderivation @) on the coaugmented counital conilpotent cocommutative coalgebra
S¢(£) cofreely cogenerated by the graded vector space £[1]* over K is called an L. -structure
on the graded vector space £ if @* = 0. The (universal) coalgebra S¢(£) can be realized as the
symmetrized deconcatenation coproduct on the space €p,,~,S™£[1] where S"£[1] is the space of
coinvariants for the usual (graded) action of S,, (the symmetric group in n letters) on ®"(£[1]),
see e.g. [I2]. Any degree +1 coderivation @ on S¢(£) is uniquely determined by the components

Qn: S"(L[1]) — £[2] (2.1)

through the formula

Q('Yl V...V 'Yn) = Z Z e(U)Qk(’yd(l) V...V ’YO'(k)) N Vo(k+1) V...V Vo (n)- (22)

k=0 0 €Sh(k,n — k)

Here Sh(k,n—k) denotes the set of (k,n—k) shuffles in S,,, €(0) = €(0,71, .. .,7n) is a sign given by
the rule v, (1) V.. .VY5(n) = €(0)71V. . .V, and we use the conventions that Sh(n,0)=Sh(0,n)= {id}
and that the empty product equals the unit. Note in particular that we also consider a term
Qo and thus we are actually considering curved L..-algebras (which will be convenient in the
following). Sometimes we also write Qx = @}, and following [5] we denote by Qf, the component
of Q%: S"L[1] — S'L[2] of Q. It is given by

Qil(l‘l\/- . -\/acn) = Z G(U)Q,}H_l_i(l‘a(l)\/- . -\/xg(nJrl,i))\/xg(nJrQ,i)\/- . -\/xg(n), (2.3)
oc€Sh(n+1—i,i—1)

where Q1 ,_; are the usual structure maps.



Example 2.1 (Curved Lie algebra) A basic example of an L..-algebra is that of a (curved)
Lie algebra (£, R,d,[-, -]) by setting Qo(1) = —R, Q1 = —d, Qa(yV u) = —(=1)1[y, u] and
Q; =0 for all i > 3. Note that we denoted the degree in £[1] by | - |.

Let us consider two L-algebras (£,Q) and (£,Q). A degree 0 counital coalgebra morphism

F: 8°(2) — 8°(£)

such that FQ = @F is said to be an Lo, -morphism. A coalgebra morphism F' from S¢(£) to SC(E)
such that F'(1) = 1 is uniquely determined by its components (also called Taylor coefficients)

F,: S™(£[1]) — £[1],
where n > 1. Namely, we set F'(1) =1 and use the formula

Fy1V...Vy,) =

€(0)

> > > —Fe (Vo) Ve VYo k) V-V Fiy, (Yo (n—kp41) V- - -V Vo(n)), (2:4)
p>1 ki,...,kp>1 o€Sh(ky,..., Ekp) p:
k1+...+kp:n

where Sh(kq,...,kp) denotes the set of (k1,...,k,)-shuffles in S,, (again we set Sh(n)= {id}). We
also write Fy, = F}! and similarly to (Z3) we get coefficients F7: S"L[1] — S7L'[1] of F by taking
the corresponding terms in [8, Equation (2.15)]. Note that F? depends only on F} = Fj for
k <n—j+ 1. Given an L-morphism F of (non-curved) L.o-algebras (£,Q) and (E,@), we
obtain the map of complexes

F1: (E,Ql) — (E,@l)

In this case the Lo,-morphism F is called an L, -quasi-isomorphism if F is a quasi-isomorphism
of complexes. Given a dgla (£,d,[-, -]) and an element 7 € £[1]° we can obtain a curved Lie
algebra by defining a new differential d + [r, -] and considering the curvature R™ = dr + %[, 7.
In fact the same procedure can be applied to a curved Lie algebra (£, R,d,[-, -]) to obtain the
twisted curved Lie algebra (£, R™,d + [m, -],[-, -]), where

1
R™:=R+dr+ 5[77,#].
The element 7 is called a Maurer—Cartan element if it satisfies the equation
1
R+drm+ 5[#,77] =0.

Finally, it is important to recall that given a dgla morphism, or more generally an L..-morphism,
F: £ — £, one may associate to any Maurer—Cartan element 7 € £[1]® a Maurer—Cartan element

1 ~
= —Fa(mV...Vm) € £n)°
n>1

In order to make sense of these infinite sums we consider complete filtered L .-algebras and
we demand that Maurer—Cartan elements are in a positive filtration, see [9L[12] for details on such
filtrations.

3 An Explicit Formula for the L.-Projection and -Inclusion
From the general theory of L..-algebras one knows that L..-quasi-isomorphisms always admit

Lo-quasi-inverses. Moreover, it is well-known that given a homotopy retract one can transfer
Loo-structures. Explicitly, given two cochain complexes (4,d4) and (B,dp) with

(4,da) === (B.dp) _ On (3.1)



where h odp + dg o h = id —i o p and where ¢ is a quasi-isomorphism, the homotopy transfer
Theorem [I7), Section 10.3] states that if there exists an Loo-structure on B, then one can transfer
it to A in such a way that i extends to an L.,-quasi-isomorphism.

Let us consider the special case of deformation retracts for DGLA’s. More explicitly, let A, B
be two DGLA’s. A deformation retract of (A,d4) is given by the diagram

(4,da) 7= (B.ds) _ On (3.2)

where 7 and p are quasi-isomorphisms of cochain complexes with homotopy h, i.e. hdg +dgh =
idp —ip, as well as

poi=idyu, h? =0, hoi=0 and poh=0.

In addition, we assume that 7 is a DGLA morphism. As already mentioned, the homotopy transfer
theorem and the invertibility of L..,-quasi-isomorphisms imply that p extends to an L.,-quasi-
isomorphism denoted by P, see e.g. [I7, Prop. 10.3.9]. In the following we give a more explicit
description of P. The DGLA structures yield the codifferentials @4 on S(A[l]) and @p on
S(B[1]) and the map h extends to a homotopy H,: S™(B[1]) — S™(BJ[1])[—1] with respect to
QE ., S"(B[1]) — S"(B[1])[1], see e.g. [IT, p. 383] for the construction on the tensor algebra,
which adapted to our setting works roughly like: we define the operator

K,: S"(B[1]) = S™(B[1])

by

€(9)
Nl

n—1
1 . .
Kn(xl VeV xn) = E E 'Lan(l) VeV Zan(i) \% Xa(i—i—l) \% Xo(n)-
=00

Note that here we sum over the whole symmetric group and not the shuffles, since in this case the
formulas are easier. We extend —h to a coderivation to S(BI1]), i.e.

f[n(xl VooV ay,) = — Z €(0) hxg(y V Toga) V- -+ V To(n)
c€Sh(1,n—1)

and define
H,=K,o0H,=H,oK,.
Since ¢ and p are chain maps, we have
KnoQp, = Qpno Kn,

where Q% ,, is the extension of the differential Qp, = —dp to S"(B[1]) as coderivation. Hence
we have

QpnHn + HyQf ,, = (n-1d —ip) 0 Koy,

where ip is extended as a coderivation to S(B[1]). A combinatorial and not very enlightning
computation shows that finally

Qp.nHn+ H,Qp ,, =id —(ip)¥™. (3.3)

Suppose that we have constructed a morphism of coalgebras P with structure maps P}: S¥(B[1]) —
A[1] that is an Lo-morphism up to order k, i.e.

m m

1 ¢ 1 ‘
E PeOQB,mZE QA,EOPm
=1 =1

for all m < k. Then we have the following statement.



Lemma 3.1 Let P: S(B[1]) — S(A[1]) be an Loo-morphism up to order k > 1. Then

k+1 k
1 Y 1 ¢ 1 2 1 k
Lo ky1 = Z Qa0 Priq — Z Py oQp i1 =Qaso P — Py oQF i (3.4)
=2 =1
satisfies
k+1 1
Loo,kJrl o QBJ,rk—i-l = 7QA71 © Loo,kJrl' (35)

ProOF: The statement follows from a straightforward computation. For convenience we omit the
index of the differential:

k1 k1 k
Look1Qpt1 = ZQ@ (P o Q)i ZZQ@PZ +1+ZZPZQZ k1
=2 i=1 (=1 i=1
k+1 k41 k
:ZQe 0 P)jp1 — ZZQZPZ +1+ZZQ4P6 k+1
=2 i=1 (=1 i=1
k

=-Qi(Qo P)11c+1 +Q1 ZP}Q?@H = —QiLoo k11,

i=1

where the last equality follows from Q1Q1 = 0. O

This allows us to obtain the L.-quasi-inverse of i, denoted by P, in ([.2) recursively:

Proposition 3.2 Defining P! = p and P, | = Loo g1 © Hpq1 for k > 1 yields an Loo-quasi-
isomorphism P: S(B[1]) — S(A[1]) that is quasi-inverse to i.

PROOF: We observe Pklﬂ(ixl V- Vizger) =0 for all £ > 1 and x; € A, which directly follows
from hoi = 0 and thus Hy ; oV D = 0. In addition, one also has for all k > 1 the identity
Leo k+1(i21, . .., ixky1) = 0, which follows from the definition of Lo k41 and the fact that i is a
morphism of DGLAs. We know that P is an L.,-morphism up to order one. Suppose that we
already know that it is an L..-morphism up to order £ > 1, then this implies

k+1
Py 0 QT = Lo y1 0 Hip1 0 Q71
_ k+1 . V(k+1
- Loo,k-i—l - Loo,k-i—l o Qk+1 o Hk—i—l - Loo,k-i—l o (Z OP) (k+1)
1 1
= Lookt+1 + Q10 Py

by the above lemma, and therefore
Pk1+1 °© QIIZE - Qo Pk1+1 = Loo k+1-
Hence P is an L,,-morphism up to order k£ + 1 and the statement follows inductively. ]

Let us now we assume that p: B — A in the deformation retract (32)is a DGLA morphism
and that ¢ is just a chain map. Then we can analogously give a formula for the extension I of ¢
to an L-quasi-isomorphism.

Proposition 3.3 The coalgebra map I: S*(A[1]) — S*(B[1]) recursively defined by the maps
Il =i and I} = ho Ly for k > 2 is an Leo-quasi inverse of p. Since h> =0 = hoi, one even
has It = ho Qo I2.

ProOF: We proceed by induction: assume that I is an L..-morphism up to order k, then we have
k k
I}i+1QAJ,Fk1+1 - Q%,llliJrl = _QlB,l ©ho Look+1+ho Lokt o QAJ,rlirl

1 1
=-—Qp19hoLocks1 —hoQpq0 Lockt1

= (1d —i0 p)Loo,k-i-l'

We used that QlB,l = —dp and the homotopy equation of h. Moreover, since p is a DGLA
morphism and po h = 0, we have that po L x+1 = 0 for £ > 0. Since [ is an L.,-morphism up
to order one, i.e. a chain map, the claim is proven. ]



4 Reduction of Multivector Fields

In the following, we want to use the above language and considerations to formulate a reduction
scheme for multivector fields. We first introduce a new complex which of multivector fields which
contains the data of Hamiltonian actions in the case of Lie group actions ®: G x M — M.

Definition 4.1 (Equivariant Multivectors) The DGLA of equivariant multivector fields is
given by the complex T3 (M) defined by

Ty(M) = P S'g"@I*WHTM) = P (S'" @ T}y, (M),
2i+j=k 2itj=k

together with the trivial differential and the following Lie bracket
a®X,80Y]g=aVi®[X,Y]

foranya® X,B@Y € T3(M).

Here [-, -] refers to the usual Schouten—Nijenhuis bracket on Ty, (M). Notice that invariance
with respect to the group action means invariance under the transformations Ad; @y for all

g € G. We can equivalently interpret this complex in terms of polynomial maps g — Tgoly(M )
which are equivariant with respect to adjoint and push-forward action. Using this point of view,
the bracket can be rewritten as

Furthermore, we introduce the canonical linear map
A g2 & Ear € Ty M, (4.2)

where & denotes the fundamental vector field corresponding to the action ®. It is easy to see
that A is central and as a consequence we can turn 73 M into a curved Lie algebra with curvature
A. Now let (M, 7) be a Poisson manifold and denote by { -, - } the corresponding Poisson bracket.
Recall that an (equivariant) momentum map for the action ® is a map J: g — €°°(M) such that

Ev = {-,Jf} and J[fﬂ?] = {Jg, J’V]}' (4.3)

An action ® admitting a momentum map is what we called Hamiltonian. In the following we
prove a characterization of Hamiltonian actions in terms of equivariant multivectors.

Lemma 4.2 The curved Maurer—Cartan elements of Ty (M) are equivalent to pairs (m,J), where
m 15 a G-invariant Poisson structure J is a momentum map J: g — TI;)}y(M).

PROOF: The curved Maurer—Cartan equation reads
1

for T € T; (M). If we decompose Il =7 — J € (T, (M))€ @ (g* ® T;O}y(M))G, it is easy to see
that the curved Maurer—Cartan equation together with the invariance of the elements is equivalent

to the conditions (@3] defining the momentum map. O

As in the Marsden-Weinstein reduction procedure, we fix a constraint surface C C M, by choosing
an equivariant map J: M — g* and setting C = J~1({0}). Here we always assume that 0 € g*
is a regular value of the momentum map, making C' a closed embedded submanifold of M. Note
that G acts canonically of C, since J is equivariant. From now on we also require the action ® to
be proper around C' and free on C.

To implement this choice in our algebraic setting we consider from now on the curved differ-
ential graded Lie algebra

(Tg.(M)v)‘a_[Ja ']7['a ]) (4.4)



Note that this is in fact a curved Lie algebra since [J, J] = 0 = [A, -]. We have to move to the
formal setting in order to see why this curved Lie algebra is actually interesting. Therefore, let
us consider the curved Lie algebra

(T3 D[R], BA, =1, -1 [+ - ])-

Note that one advantage of the setting of formal power series is that we immediately get a complete
filtration by the h-degrees, i.e. by setting

T (M)[[A]] = R*Tg (M)][[R]].
In particular, if we consider formal Maurer-Cartan elements h(w — .J') € AT) (M)[[h]], then the
twisting procedures and infinite sums from Section [2] are all well-defined.

Lemma 4.3 The formal curved Maurer-Cartan elements of (Tg(M)[[A]], hA, —[J, - ],[-, -]) are
equivalent to pairs h(m, J'), where  is a G-invariant formal Poisson structure with formal moment
map J +hJ': g — Ty (M)[[A]].

poly

PROOF: The proof follows directly by Lemma by counting A-degrees. (]

The rest of this paper is devoted to the construction of a curved Lo.-morphism
Tred: (TB(M>[[h]]7 hAv 7[‘]7 ' ]7 [ ) " ]) — (Tpoly(MTEd)[[h]]a 07 05 [ Tyt ])

with Mieq := C/G. This morphism is frequently referred to as reduction morphism.

4.1 Taylor Series Expansion around C

The main goal of this section is the study of a partial Taylor series expansion of the multivector
field on M around C. Let us assume M = C x g*. This is not a strong assumption as we
know from [2, Lemma 3] that, if G acts properly on an open neighbourhood of C' we can always
find an G-invariant open neighbourhood M,;,.. € M of C, such that there exists a G-equivariant
diffeomorphism M,;.. = U,;.. C C x g*. Here the Lie group G acts on C' x g* as

Py =05 x Ad} -,

where ®€ is the induced action on C. Note that in this setting the momentum map on U,;.. is
simply given by the projection to g*. The idea of a Taylor expansion uses the fact that we have
the isomorphism

TFE (Cxg) =2 P €=(C x g°) ®g(c) (Ng" @ T7,,(C)).
i+j=k
First, we define
Tge: €°(C xg*)> fr— i le[@)ﬁif € H(Sig®‘€°°(0))
g I! (’)a; h ’
IeNy i
where «a;e’ are coordinates on g* and ¢* the restriction to C.

Lemma 4.4 The map Ty~ is equivariant, i.e.

Ty 0 @y = (Adyg @D ) 0 Tye. (4.5)

PROOF: We just observe that
. 0
* _ 7 C'\*
®7o P (Adg-1)j - (@) o (’)Taj
for Adye; = (Ad,)’e;. Hence we have
= 1 ) c
Tg* ((I)g’*f) - Z ﬁel ® L %¢g,*f = (Adg®q)g,*) OTE*f

IEN?

by shifting the components (Adgfl)é = (Adg)g to the symmetric powers of g. O



Remark 4.5 It is now clear that this map can be restricted to invariant functions in order to
obtain invariant elements in [[,(S'g @ 6°°(C)). Moreover, with a slight adaption of the proof of
the Borel-Lemma, see e.g. [20, Theorem 1.3|, one can show that the map Ty~ is surjective. The
more remarkable fact is that the properness of the action ensures that the map

oo

* 1 * a 1 [e%s}
%M%WngﬁafHE:Fq®%%ﬁenﬁg®%(mﬁ
IeNy = i

is surjective. We omit this proof as we do not use it here and it is just an adaption of the
corresponding statement in [19].

We extend this map to T's, (C' x g*) via

oo

1 9 .
Tge: TEL(Cxg") 3 (fRERX) Y e 0L® L*aqu-XeH(SZg@uAg*@Tpoly(C))
IeNy ~° i

and using Lemma [£.4] we see that also this map can be restricted to invariant multivector fields:
Definition 4.6 (Taylor Expansion around C) The map
Ty : (50" ® Thary (O x 07)¢ — Troy(C % g7) = (Sg" ® [ [ (S0 0 Ag™ © 1,0, (C)))¢ (4.6)
i=0

is called Taylor expansion around C'.

Having in mind that the vector space [ (S'g ® Ag* ® T,.,,(C)))€ is just consisting of Taylor
expansions, it is not surprising that it also inherits the structure of a DGLA: for P,Q € [], S'g
and &,7n € g*, the brackets are given by

[P,Q] =0, [P®&Q]=PViy(Q,
[PREEQR®RN =PVis(§)Q®n—Q Vis(nP @&,

and they are extended as a Gerstenhaber bracket with respect to the graded commutative product
(PR&-(Qen) :=PVQROELA

We combine it with the usual DGLA structure on T}, (C) and extend it as in the case of T (M)
trivially to all of T, (C x g*). Summarizing, we have a DGLA structure on the Taylor expansion
around C with zero differential.

Lemma 4.7 The Taylor expansion

Ty : Ty(M) — Tr (C X 6) (4.7)
is a DGLA morphism.
PROOF: This is an easy verification on generators. (]
As a next step we want to include the curvature X € Tg (M) from Section @l Recall that

A=e'® (e €Tg(M) = (" T,

poly

(M))©.

Using our assumption that M = C x g* and that G acts as the product of the action on C and
the coadjoint action, we see that

(e = (e)e + on iz (4.8)
J

10



k

where (e;)c denotes the fundamental vector field of the action on C' and where f% are the structure

constants of g. This means in particular that
Tp(N) =€ @101® (e;)c+ flie @ ex® ! @ 1 € Ty, (C x g*).

With a slight abuse of notation we write A instead of Ty-(A). The same argument leads to the
observation that

Ty(J)=e'@e,@1®1,
where we also write J instead of Ty-(J) in the sequel.
Corollary 4.8 The map
Tyt (To(M) A~ L[, 1) — (Teag (€ x g A =1, -1, [+ -]) (4.9)
is a morphism of curved Lie algebras.

One main advantage of the Taylor expansion T, (C' x g*) consists in the fact that we have a
canonical element

1
Tkrs ‘= 1® | =

5 fjek®€i/\€j®11®ei®(ei)c>’

which is not available in Ty(M). Note that mxks encodes the action on C' and the Lie algebra
structure on g.

Remark 4.9 (Action Lie algebroid) The bundle C' x g — C can be equipped with the struc-
ture of a Lie algebroid since g acts on C' by the fundamental vector fields. The bracket of this
action Lie algebroid is given by

€, nloxe(P) = [E(p), n(p)] = (Lecn)(p) + (£ ) (p) (4.10)

for £,m € 6€°°(C,g). The anchor is given by p(p,§) = —EC‘p- In particular, one can check that
Txks 18 the negative of the linear Poisson structure on its dual C' x g* in the convention of [21].

The canonical myks is of big importance since it is part of some kind of normal form for every
invariant Poisson structure on C'x g* with moment map J. In the Taylor expansion this is becomes
more clear in the following lemma:

Lemma 4.10 Letw € (H;’io(sig(@Ag*@Tpoly(C)))G

element, then

Tray(C % g*) be a curved Maurer—Cartan

T = Tkxs + TC (4.11)

with mc € ([0, S'g @ T, (C)C.

poly

PROOF: By (@8] we have for £ € g, ¢ € C and o = ae’ € g*

o =Ec|, — fhilea (€5

aq

Enr oy = ~GAIET] ) = Ec],

This implies directly

0 g 0 0
T =mc + (e;)c 8 -+ Oékfwa e’
where mc € T°°(M, A2TC) is tangent to C, but can possibly depend on all of M = C x g*. In
the Taylor expansion 6%” corresponds to i(e!) and the lemma is shown. U
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Comparing now the terms in [, 7] = 0 with same g* and C degrees gives hints concerning the
coefficient function of 7¢ that can also depend on g*. In particular, the terms in I'™°(A3TC) are
given by

9]
[ﬂc,ﬂc]JrQ(ei)c/\ [—,ﬂc:| =0. (4.12)
6041'
To conclude this section, we define for later use the operator
0 :=id®is(e") @ id @(e;)o A . (4.13)

Note that we assume the Koszul sign rule, i.e. applying d to ¢ ® P ® a ® X we get a sign (—1)lel.
We directly see that 9> = 0 and Equation (I2]) can be written as

1 - 1
5[7@, wc] + (e)e Nis(e') e = i[ﬂc,ﬂc] + dne = 0. (4.14)

4.2 The Cartan Model of Multivector Fields

In the case of symplectic manifolds, it has been shown in [22] that quantization and reduction
commute by exploiting the following diagram

((Sg™ © Q(M))E, dg) ~ ((Sg™ © Q(C))C, dg) & (2 (Myeq), d)

for M «— C' % M,eq. Here p* is a quasi-isomorphism and (Sg* ® Q(C))€ is the so-called Cartan
model for equivariant de Rham cohomology [I3]. We aim to generalize this result to the setting
of Poisson manifolds by using the above observation as a guideline. For this reason we introduce
our notion for the Cartan Model of equivariant multivector fields and compute its relation with
T,oy (Mred) and with the Taylor expansion of multivector fields around C from the previous section.

poly

We start with the following observation:

Proposition 4.11 The cohomology of the DGLA (Tr.,(C x g*),—[J, -],[-, -]) is given by the Lie
algebra ((TT;2(S' ® T,y (C)))C, [+, -1). Therefore, the canonical inclusion

o G
L <H(Sig®Tpoly(0))> 0, [" ] — (TTay(C xg%), [_Ja ']a [" ]) (4'15)

i=0
becomes a quasi-isomorphism of DGLA’s.
PRrOOF: The map h = is(e;) ® id ®e! A ®id satisfies
~[J,-Joh(é@P@a®@X)—hol], (@ P®a®X) = (deg(a) +deg(£))(( @ PR a® X)
and the statement follows. O

Note that the cohomology (IT52(S'g® Ty (C)))¢ can be equipped with a non-trivial, but canon-
ical differential.

Proposition 4.12 The differential 9 defined in @I3) turns ([T (S'9@Thoy (C)))E, [+, -]) into
a DGLA.

PROOF: A straightforward computation shows
e X, neY]=i(e")(EVn) @ (ei)e A X, Y],
P X),neY]=(-1)"i()(€) Ve X Alle)o, Y] +is(e)(€) Vn @ (es)c A [X, Y],
@ X, 0@ Y)] = (=) e Vise)n) @ (e)o A [X,Y] = € Vis(e') () @ [(er)c, XT A,
where X € Tk 1(C). Using the G-invariance we get

@ (e)e, X] = —flex Vis(e)E®@ X and  n@|[(e;)o, Y] = —fhex Vis(e)n @Y.
Summarizing, this yields
X neY]=[0(EX),naY]+ ()" to X, onaY)

and the proposition is shown. O

12



This motivates the following definition.

Definition 4.13 (Cartan model) Let G be a Lie group action on a manifold C. The DGLA
defined by

(H(SZQ@)Tpoly(C)))Gvav[a ]) (416)

i=0

is called Cartan model and is denoted by Tc...(C).

Seen as a module, (]2,(S'g® Tpoly(C)))G is the dual of the Cartan model (Sg* ® (C))¢ for
the equivariant de Rham cohomology [13}23]. Even the differential 0 is dual to the insertion
is = €'V ®ia((ei)c) that forms together with the de Rham differential the coboundary operator
in the usual Cartan model for equivariant cohomology. In the case of forms the equivariant
cohomology of the principal fiber bundle C is isomorphic to the de Rham cohomology of the
reduced manifold, whereas in our setting we want to show that we get the multivector fields on
Meq as cohomology. Note that we have a canonical DGLA map

p: (TCart(C)aaa ['7 ]) - (Tpoly(Mred)aov ['a ])a

which is just given by the projection to the symmetric degree 0 followed by the projection to Myeq.
It is well-defined since invariant multivector fields are projectable.

Proposition 4.14 The DGLA-map

00 G
p: (H(Szg ® Tpoly(c))> aaa [ ’ ] - (Tpoly(de)v 0, [ ) ]) (417)

i=0
18 a quasi-isomorphism.

PRrROOF: Consider the principal bundle pr: C' — M,q and choose a principal bundle connection
w=w'®e € W(C)®g, i.e. an equivariant horizontal lift inducing

TC = Ver(C) @ Hor(C) = ker T pr @ ker w,

~

where kerw = pr* T'M,eq. Then we can construct a homotopy for d by h = ¢; V ®@i(w?). Since
w'((ej)n) = 85, it satisfies
h 0+ Oh = (deg, + deg,,,)id .

With the vertical degree we mean the degree in the splitting A*T'C = Dyt A Ver(C) ®
A Hor(C). O

In other words, the above proposition yields for every principal connection w € Q'(C) @ g the
following deformation retract

Ty (Mroa) === ([[20(S'9 © T (C))® ) (4.18)

where 7 denotes the horizontal lift with respect to the connection w and the homotopy h is given
on all homogeneous elements by

eV EDIW)X  ifdeg(€) + degye(X) # 0

1
h(E®X) = {gegiwwdegver(m o

Indeed, the algebraic relations of a deformation retract between i, p and h are easily seen to be
verified. Recall that additionally p is a DGLA morphism, which puts us exactly in the situation
of Proposition B.3l So before we continue to put the Cartan model in the context of reduction,
we give an explicit formula for a quasi-inverse of p .

13



Proposition 4.15 For a fized principal fiber connection w € QY(C) ® g with curvature Q €
0%(C) ® g, one obtains an Lo -quasi-inverse of p

o G
oot S(Thery (Mrea)[1]) — S (H(Sig ® Tpoly(C))> 1] (4.19)
i=0
given by
oo = €t o ()T, (4.20)

hor

where one extends (+)*°" as a coalgebra morphism and Q) as a coderivation of degree 0. In particular,

oo 1(X) = XM and i o(X,Y) = (—1)Xle; @ QF(Xhor yhor) (4.21)
for a basis {e;}icr of g.

PROOF: Let us fix a principal connection w € Q!(C) ® g and denote by h the corresponding
homotopy and by Q its curvature. Due to that fact that Equation (£IJ) is a deformation retract
and p is a DGLA morphism, we are exactly in the situation of Proposition and the statement
becomes a purely computational issue, so let us start with some book-keeping. Throughout the
proof, we will make use of the following equation for X € I'*(A*TC), Y € T*(A‘TC) and
a € QY 0):

da(X,Y) = (@)X, Y] = (-1)*[X,la(@)Y] — ia(@)[X, Y] (%)
where for the left-hand side, we define
da(X,Y) = (da)j ia(dz®) X Aia(d2?)Y

in a coordinate patch. The validity of Equation (&) for one-forms of the type a = fdg follows
by the usual Schouten calculus. By R-linearity of Equation (&), its validity follows for general
1-forms in every coordinate patch and hence also globally. Let us define, using the curvature 2,
the map

: 8 ([['s @ T (@11)9) — ([[S'0® T (€)1

defined on homogeneous and factorizing elements P; ® X; € [[,(S'g ® T,..,(C)[1])¢ , j = 1,2 by
Q(Pl RXTVEP,® XQ) = (71)|X1|6i VPVE® Qi(X17X2).

This map is well defined, i.e. in fact graded symmetric, and of degree 0. With a slight abuse of
notation we denote also by

Q: S ([[(S'8 ® Thary (O)1)F) — S*H([[(S'8 @ Lo (C)[1]))

i i
its extension as a coderivation of degree 0, i.e.

Q(Xl\/---\/Xk) = Z G(O’)Q(Xa(l)\/XU(Q))\/XG(g)\/---\/XG(k)
o€Sh(2,k—2)

for X; € Hi(Sig ® Tpor, (C)[1]))¢. Note that for every k € N and X; € Hi(Sig ® Tpory (CYA)E, we
have that

QX1 V- VXE) =0

since {2 decreases the symmetric degree by one and hence the expression
=3 1ok
' k!
k
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is a well defined map. Since €2 is a coderivation of degree 0, it is even a coalgebra morphism. Its
components are given by

1
ONC k—¢
(e )k - (k/’ . f)'Q )

which can be seen again by counting symmetric degrees. This shows in particular, that (e® o
(-)her)l = (-)Por. We proceed now inductively, so let us assume that e® o (-)P°" coincides with i,
from Proposition B3 up to order k. For X; € T, (Mrea)[1], j =1,...,k + 1, we have

oo kt1(X1 V-V Xpp1) =hoQy0id 1 (X1 V-V Xip1)

s

k
j=10c€Sh(z
k

e\o . .
%h 0 Q5 (’L})o,j(Xd(l) VeV X)) Vi poipt (XoGien Voo V Xa(k+1))>
1—1)

> Y Phea

J=1 oeSh(i,k+1—1)

<%(Xh(1) Ve VXV %(Xg?;ﬂ) Ve X(EE’;H))).
Let us now take a look at
o @9 0X Ve v L) VI (R vV R ) )
= (- 1)1+E’“ Koo Ip[r- 1(Xhé)r) Ve X:E)f))an_j( g?fﬂ) Ve VX(E@?H))]
MR 0 (KB v v X OO ) v v X )
E wei ® dwi((ﬂj 1(Xh(1) Ve g&r)) OFI(X EF;H) ViV X(E?lg-i-l)))'

The factor & % appears, since QF raises the symmetric degree in g by k and hence the commutator
has k—1 symmetrlc degrees in g degrees and at most one vertical degree, since both of the entries
are horizontal multivector fields. Moreover, since i,(w?) annihilates the terms which do not have
a vertical degree the formula is valid. Note that by deﬁnition of the curvature of w, we have

Q = dw — 3[w,w] or for a chosen basis Qf = dw’ — & f{,w* A w'. Since w’ vanishes on horlzontal
lifts, we can write

h e] Q% (Qj_l(Xo-(l) V.-V Xo-(])) \Y Qk_j (Xo'(j+1) V.-V Xo(k+1)))

(—1) X=X | ot ki
= e @ V(T (X VoV X)), B (X V-V Xo )

1 . .
= 2OV (Ko@) VoV Xo (), B (Ko VooV Xorg)
and hence

foo k41 (X1 V-V Xpp1)

e(o Qi1 Qk—J

:Z Z ( )Q —— (Xoy V-V Xo () V o (Ko VoV Xo(etr))

. . 2k (j—1)! (k— )
j=1ceSh(i,k+1—1)

= EQ’C(Xl VooV Xggr)

The last equality follows from the observation that

QX VeV X)) = QOQF (X VeV X))
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and the proof is completed. O
Corollary 4.16 The induced map at the level of Maurer-Cartan elements

p: MC(Teu(C)) — MC(Toor, (Mrea))
18 surjective.

PrOOF: Let m € T}

ooty (Mieq) be a Maurer—Cartan element, i.e. a Poisson structure. We define

1.
= Z Hloo,k(ﬂ-\/k)-
k>1

This series actually well-defined in T¢,,.(C'), since we have

1 1 — or
I = ZE Qk 1((7Th )\/k)
E>1

(k—1)!
using the explicit for of iy as in Propostion But
Qk—l((ﬂhor>\/k> c (Sk—lg ® Tl (C))G,

poly

whence II € MC(Tc...(C)) is well-defined. The identity p(II) = 7 is then clear using again the
explicit form. 0

Remark 4.17 In particular, the above proposition shows not only that if C' admits a flat con-
nection, then iy, has i; = (- )Por as only structure map, but also how to correct the horizontal lift
in order to obtain an L.,-quasi-ismorphism.

Having seen the importance of the ad-hoc defined differential 9 on T¢,,.(C), we lean now again
towards T, (C x g*) and try to find an extension of the differential —[.J, -] in order to make the
inclusion ¢: T (C) = Thray (C X g*) a quasi-isomorphism with respect to 9. As a first step we
have:

Proposition 4.18 The map [fxxs, -] is a well-defined differential on Tr,,(Cxg*) that is explicitly
given by

[xks;, ERPRa®@X]|=€R0cx(PRa®@X)+I((®@P®ar® X). (4.22)
Moreover, the canonical inclusion
L (TCart(C)?a? ['a ]) — (TTay(C X g*)a [TrKKS - Ja ']a ['a ])

becomes a DGLA morphism.

PRrROOF: Since the bracket does not depend on the Sg*-part we restrict ourselves to P ® a ® X.
Let us compute

1 . . . .
—filer @A, PRa]® X +[er, PRa] Ael Ned @ X)

1 ) .
—fjek®el/\63,P®a®X 5

2

_ . 1 o
:fi’;ek\/is(e])PQ@ez/\a@X— 3 Z-’;P(X)(az/\e]/\ia(ek)ouX)X

and
[—e'Alei)e, PRa®@X]=-P@e ANa® Lo X — (D)) Poa® X A(e)c,

where |X| denotes the multivector field degree and |a| the form degree. Putting this together
we directly get (£22]). Since mxks is a Poisson structure, we directly see that it squares to zero.
Moreover, [mxks, -] boils down to O when restricted to elements in the image of the canonical
inclusion ¢, i.e. in (1 ® [[i2,(S'g® 1 ® T, (C)))C. O
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Alternatively, the identity
[WKKsa J] = A, (4.23)

implies that the canonical myks defines a curved Maurer-Cartan element in the curved DGLA
(Tray (C x g*), A\, —[J, -], [+, ]). Therefore, twisting by mxks yields a Lie algebra differential on
Tray(C X g*) with curvature zero. The next step is, of course, to check if ¢ is still a quasi-
isomorphism.

Proposition 4.19 The inclusion
L (TCart(C)’a’ [ ) ]) — (TTay(C X g*)a [WKKS —J, ']a [ ) ]) (4'24)
is a quasi-isomorphism of DGLAs.

PROOF: Let us compute the cohomology of T, (C x g*) by interpreting it as a double complex.
The two differentials are [—J, -] and [mkks, -] and as bigrading we set

ot = (3% ® [[(S's @ (Ag" © T, (€))7 )°.
=0

One can directly see that the differentials are compatible with the bigrading in the sense that
[, -]: CP7 — CP7T ) and  [mygs, -2 CP? — CPT1Y,

By Proposition .11l the cohomology of [—J, -] is given by (I];2(S'g ® T,y (C)))<, on which the
horizontal differential [mxxs, -] is just . Thus ¢ is an isomorphism on the first sheet and thus on
the cohomology. O

The above results show that the Cartan model is an intertwiner of T, (C x g*) and o1, (Myed ),
which can be summarized in the following diagram.

(TTay(C X g*)v [WKKS —R-J, ']’ [" ])
|
(TCan(C)aaa['v ])
ol |

(Tpoly(Mred)a [ ) ])

So far we have shown that both + and p are DGLA morphisms and also quasi-isomorphisms. For
convenience, we included the Ly.-quasi-inverse i, of p. From this diagram and the fact that every
L o-quasi-isomorphism is quasi-invertible, we have the following;:

Theorem 4.20 There exists an Lo -quasi-isomorphism
(TTay(C X g*)a [T‘-KKS - J’ ']’ [ ) ]) — (Tpoly(MFEd)’ 0, [_’ _])

Note that the KKS Poisson structure is not defined on M, but just in an open neighbourhood of
C. Recall that we aim to find a curved Ls,-morphism

Tred: (TE(M)a)‘a_[Ja ']’ ['a ]) — (Tpoly(Mred)aOaOa ['a ])

and its formal correspondence. To achieve this we proceed in the following way: we construct a
(non-curved) quasi-inverse of ¢ in Diagram (£.2]) denoted by P and then twist it by —mxys in order
to find a curved morphism

PrTRKS (TTay(C X g*)’)‘a _[Ja ']’ ['a ]) — (Tpoly(Mred)a Ared; [WKKS,FEd’ ']a [" ])

for

(="
Ared = Z k! PlJrk()‘ \ ”zlgs)
k>0
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and

—1)*
masea = 3 P,
k>0 ’
There are now two issues with this approach:

e Since we did not introduce a complete filtration on the involved DGLAs, we have to check
by hand that both of the series actually converge in a suitable sense.

e This is actually not what we want, since our target, i.e. T,.,(Myeq), has to have zero

curvature and zero differential.

This two problems are solved in Section 4] where we construct a quasi inverse of ¢ such that
Ared = Txks,red = 0 and we show that the series are well-defined. But at first we need to extend
our considerations to the formal setting, where we have a complete filtration by #.

4.3 Formal Equivariant Multivector Fields and Their Reduction

We want to consider the formal analogue of the equivariant equivariant multivector fields on M
from Eq. [@4]). Since we are only interested in formal Maurer-Cartan elements, we have to rescale
the curvature by A, i.e. we consider the curved DGLA

((Sg* ® Tpoly(M))G[[h]]’h)" _[J’ ']’ [ ) ])

A formal curved Maurer-Cartan elements A(1 — J') € h(Sg* @ T, (M))S[[R]] corresponds to an
invariant formal Poisson structure m with formal momentum map J + hJ’.

The Taylor series expansion discussed in Section 1] allows us to interpret the element Amyks
as a formal curved Maurer-Cartan element. Thus we can perform the twisting procedure, yielding
the following flat DGLA:

(Tray (C x @[], [Picscs =, <1, [ D)

For a formal Maurer-Cartan element A(w — J’) one can check that myxs + 7 is a G-invariant formal
Poisson structure with formal momentum map J + iJ’ as desired and again 7 = w¢ + O(h).
Moreover, the Cartan model for the multivector fields reads in the formal setting:

(Tear (OV[[R]], RO, [+, -1)

and the bracket on T

vory (Myed)[[1]] is simply extended A-bilinearly. Summarizing, we have the
following claim.

Theorem 4.21 We have built the following diagram

(TTay(C X g*)[[h]], [FLT‘—KKS —J, ']7 [‘, ])

|

(Tewe (O)[[D), 2O, [+, 1)

/|

(Tpoly(Mer)[[h]]a 07 [ 5 ])7
where both maps are DGLA morphisms and where v is still a quasi-isomorphism of DGLAs.

PROOF: The proof essentially follows from the above considerations. More explicitely, the inclu-
sion of the Cartan model into T, (C x g*)[[A]] is a quasi-isomorphism of DGLAs since the bracket
with [—J, -] is not scaled by % and [Amkks, -] is just A0 in the cohomology of [—J, -]. In other
words, the argument from Proposition applies. O

Note that here we only use the fact that the Lo.-quasi-inverse of ¢ exists. In Section [£.4] we give
an explicit formula for this map.
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Remark 4.22 (Laurent series) We observe that the map p in the above theorem is not a quasi-
isomorphism due to the scaling problem by /. Concerning the projection from the Cartan model
to Myeq we still have the map h satisfying h Oh+hh 0 = h(deg, + deg,,,) id, as in Proposition [L.14l
However, since we are not allowed to divide by A, the projection pr in the formal setting is no
longer a quasi-isomorphism. We remark that, if we consider instead Laurent series in 7 in all the
complexes, e.g. T,o, (Myeq)[R™1, )], then it remains a quasi-isomorphism.

poly

Moreover, we know from [I5, Thm. 4.6] that L..-quasi-isomorphisms induce bijections on the
equivalence classes of formal Maurer-Cartan elements. In our setting this yields:

Corollary 4.23 FEvery formal Maurer-Cartan element i(m — J') in Ty, (C x g*)[[A]] is equivalent
to a formal Maurer-Cartan element hre € Te..(C)'[[A]] C TL,(C x g*)[[A]].

In other words, the above Corollary states that every formal Poisson structure myxs + 7 with
formal momentum map J + hAJ’ is equivalent to a formal Poisson structure myxs + m¢c with
undeformed momentum map J. Finally, we can construct an explicit equivalence transformation
from a generic Maurer-Cartan element A(r — J') to one with J' = 0. Set X} = hJ/e’ and
J? = exp(X})(J;) — J; — hJ]. One can recursively define for k£ > 1

Xt = —JFtlel .= —(exp(XF) - exp(X})(J;) — J; — hJ))e'. (4.25)

Proposition 4.24 Let h(m — J') be a formal Maurer-Cartan element in Tr,,(C x g*)[[1]]. Then

X7 =log (klin;o exp(XF) - ~-exp(X%)) (4.26)

satisfies exp(Xp°)(J;) = Ji + hJ] and hence hexp(—Xp°)(mxks + ) — hmxs s a formal Maurer-
Cartan element in Tr,,(C x g*)[[h]] equivalent to h(m — J').

ProoF: Note that X} € O(h) and inductively one gets
Ji + hJ 4 TP = exp(XF) exp(XF71) - - exp(XE) (i) = exp(XF)(J; + hJ + JIF)
=J; + hJ] + JF + XF(J) + O(RFT1).
Hence J/"™' € O(hF+1) as well as XF 1 € O(R#*1). In particular, X5 is well-defined and satisfies

exp(X°)(J;) = Ji + hJ] + Jim JF = J; 4+ hJ!
—00
in the A-adic topology. The gauge equivalence exp(—X7°) therefore maps hi(m — J') to

exp(—X3°) > A(m — J') = exp(—=X;°) (hrkxs — J + B(m — J")) — (hrgxs — J)
= heXp(fXgo)(ﬂ_KKs + ﬂ-) - hﬂ-KKS;

compare |25, Prop. 6.2.34] for a formula of the gauge action. O

4.4 L -quasi-inverse of ¢

Finally, we want to find an explicit description of the L.,-quasi-inverse of ¢, i.e. an L.,-quasi-
isomorphism

P (TTay(C X g*)v [WKKS —J, ']a ['7 ]) — (Tpoly(MTEd)voa ['7 ])

One can check that the homotopy h of [—J, -] from Proposition ELTT] does not commute with
[Txks, -] The idea is to start with [—J, -] as differential on the Taylor decomposition and zero
differential on the Cartan model, construct the L.,-quasi-isomorphism P in this case, and then
investigate the compatibility with [myks, -]
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Let us focus on the following deformation retract of DGLA’s

(Tone(C),0) T———— (T2 (C x g*), [J,Dh (4.27)

p

and apply the construction from SectionBl By Proposition B.2lwe have an L.,-quasi-isomorphism
P given by P; = p and

Py =P, =(RyP; — P, Q") 0 Hy, (4.28)
where @ and R denote the Loo-structure on S(Tr,, (C x g*)[1]) and on S(T¢...(C)[1]), respectively.

Moreover, H,, is the extension of

s SR 14 B
WE®P®a®X) = {SegSE* e a is(e)l@P@e"Na®X ifdegg,- € +degpg @ # 0

else
since Q1 = [J, -], compare Proposition ET11
Lemma 4.25 For n =2 one has
P (X1 V Xa) = —p((=D)M[h X1, Xo] — [X1, hXo)) (4.29)
for all homogeneous X1, Xa € T,y (C x g*)[1].
PROOF: One has P} o Hy = 0. Furthermore, for Q3(X;,Y;) = —(—1)‘X1‘[X1,X2] with |X1]

denoting the shifted degree in Tr.,(C X g*)[1] we have with the formula for Hs, see [I7, p. 383],

P2(X1 \/XQ) = —pOQ% OHQ(Xl \/XQ)

= S (=D RX L Xy ipXa] + (- ipX), hXo))

_ —p((—1)|X1|[hX1,X2] — [X1, hX3)).

The last step is easily seen for homogeneous elements by counting the g*-degrees. In fact, if
Xo = ipXo, then hXy = 0 and the statement holds. If ipXs = 0, then p([hX1, X2]) = 0 since the
bracket contains at least one g*-component that is annihilated by p. The same holds for 1 <+ 2.0J

As a next step we want to obtain an L.,-morphism between (T, (C x g*), [rxxs — J, -]) and
(Teare(C),0). Let us first observe that P, contains n — 1 brackets and n — 1 applications of h,
increasing the A®g*-degrees. This implies that the P, are non-zero only if all n arguments have
no Ag*-contribution and the sum of the Sg*-degrees is n — 1. As a consequence, all n — 1 brackets
consist of pairings between Ag*-components coming from h and the [ Sg-components, whereas
the T,,,(C)-components are just wedged together. Moreover, the first term in ([@28) does not
contribute since the bracket R} is here in C-direction and we have

P,=P!=-P' oQ"'oH,. (4.30)

Therefore, to prove the compatibility of P with the differentials [mxxs, -] and & we only have to
show
—oPl = Plo (@)

no

where (Q™)r is the extension of —[mkks, -]. By the proof of Proposition I8 and the above
arguments, the only part with a non-trivial contribution is the extension of —9 = —id ®is(e*) ®

id ®(ei)0/\-

Proposition 4.26 The map P from [E30) is an Loo-quasi-isomorphism from the Taylor series
expansion (Tr.,(C x ¢*), [Tkxs — J, *]) t0 (Tca(C), D) and an Lo -quasi-inverse to the inclusion
¢ from Proposition [{.19 The same holds in the formal setting with the rescaled differentials
[hArkks — J, -] and hO.
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PROOF: By the above reasoning all brackets consist of pairings in g*-direction and the T}, (C)-
components are just wedged together, so O satisfies a Leibniz rule. Let us show the statement
inductively. For n = 1 it is obvious. In addition, we know [h,d] = 0 and thus H,(Q™)" =

—(Q™)"H,. If we prove (Q™)"Q",; = —Q",1(Q™)"T] then (A30) gives inductively
- 8P;+1 - 8P$QZ+1HH+1 = *Pn(QW)ZQZ-HHnJrl = *PHQZ-i-lHnJrl(QW)ZI%'
We only have to show the desired (Q™); Q. = —Qn_1(Q™)y on the image of H, 1 on elements

with Ag*-degree zero and with sum of Sg*-degrees n, where n > 1. In particular, elements in this
image have Ag*-degree 1 and Sg*-degree n — 1. Consider X; V ---V X, 11 where w.l.o.g. X has
a Ag*-contribution, then the bracket has to be with respect to this vector field, the other terms
vanish later under p. Using (233)) we get as only non-vanishing contribution

n+1 .
Qr (X1 Xpp1) = Z(fl)‘xi‘(‘XQH'“HXFl')Q%(Xl VX)VXaVeo VeV Xy,
i=2

where | X;| denotes the degree in Tr,,(C x g*)[1]. A straightforward computation shows again
—0QY(X, V X;) = QL(8X1 Vv X; + (-1)X X, v ax,)

and combining these two expressions the desired result follows by a comparison of the signs of all
terms involving 0.X;. O

Remark 4.27 Note that here we can not use the usual twisting procedure since we have no
complete filtration compatible to P such that myks is of degree one. Of course, this is to be
expected since the differential on Tc,,,(C) is not an inner one.

We can also show that P is compatible with the curvature, which is easier to show in the
formal setting.

Proposition 4.28 The map P from [E30) is an Loo-morphism between the curved DGLAs
(TTay(C X g*)[[h]]v hAv [7‘]7 ']a [ ) " ]) and (TCdrt(C)[[h]]a 07 haa [ [ ])

PROOF: We can twist P from Proposition with —Rhmkks as in [I12, Lemma 2.7]. Then we
obtain an Le.-morphism (T, (C x g*)[[A]], A\, [—J, -]) to (Tca(C), 0,/ 0). This is clear since the
new codifferential on S(Tr., (C x g*)[[R]][1]) is given by
1
Q6 = Ql(_hﬂ-KKS) + 5@2(_h7TKKSa _hﬂ'KKs)
= [~hmkks — J, itkxs] = —hA
Qll(X) = Ql(X) + Q2(_FLT"KKS; X) = [_hﬂ'xxs +J+ FLT‘-KKS?X]'

Since myks — R contains a Ag*-degree the twisting does not change the L,-structure on the Cartan
model and the twisted morphism is just given by P. O

Note that in this case P is no longer a quasi-isomorphism, and that the result also holds in the
classical setting:

Corollary 4.29 The map P from ([@30Q) is also an Loo-morphism between the curved DGLAs
(TTay(C x g*)a /\7 [7‘]7 ]) and (TCart(C>a 0, 8)

PROOF: Since the morphism P is h-linear we can compute explicitly that the Taylor coefficients
of P are compatible with the above curved DGLA structures. By the construction of P we know

RyPy = PQn+ P i Qn

where R} is the bracket on the Cartan model and Q1 is the extension of [J, -]. Moreover, we have
by Proposition [4.28

WRIP, + RyPY = Py (hQoV ) + PaQr + Py 1 Qn Y
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where Rl = — 9 and Qo = —\. This gives
hRiPy = Py (hQoV ) = RiPy =P, (QV )
and the statement is shown. O

Remark 4.30 This can also be directly shown for the classical setting. Indeed, we do not have
the complete filtration, but by the explicit forms of P and mxxs all the appearing series in the
twisting procedure are still well-defined.

5 The Reduction L.-Morphism and Reduction of Formal
Poisson Structures

Let us now merge together all the results we obtained in the previous sections in order to finalize
the construction of the reduction scheme. Given a Lie group action ®: G x M — M on a general
manifold M and an equivariant map J: M — g* with value and regular value 0 interpreted as an
element J € (g* ® 6°°(M))®. In [@4) we defined the curved differential graded Lie algebra

(TQ(M)a)‘v_[J’ ']a ['7 ])7

and we want to obtain an L.-morphism to T, (M;eq) with zero differential in order to reduce

poly
in particular formal Poisson structures.

5.1 The Reduction L. -morphism

Under the above assumptions that the action is proper in an open neighbourhood of the constraint
surface C' := J~1({0}), we find an open G-invariant neighbourhood C' C M,,.. = U,... C C x g*,
such that the momentum map on U, is just the projection on the second factor and such the
group acts as the product of the action on C and the coadjoint action. This yields the curved
DGLA morphism

"Umce: (TQ(M)v)‘af[Ja ']7 ['a ]) — (TB(Unicc)a/\‘Umcevi[‘]

Unice’ ']7[') ])

which is just the restriction to the invariant open subset M,;.. concatenated with the extension
of the G-equivariant diffeomorphism to U,;... Moreover, we know from [2, Lemma 3] that U, is
an open neighbourhood of C' x {0} such that U, N ({p} x g*) is star-shaped around {p} x {0}
for all p € C, hence we also have the Taylor expansion as in Equation (6). It is a morphism of
curved DGLA’s

Ty (Tg(Uniee)s M|y =7

Unice’ ']a [ ) ])) — (TTay(C X g*)v)\a 7[Ja ']a [ ) ])
With Propostion and Corollary [£29] we obtain furthermore a curved L.,-morphism
P (TTay(C X g*)v)‘a _[Ja ']a [ ) ]) — (TCart(C)voaaa [ s ])

and finally we have the projection p: (Tc...(C),0,0,[, -]) = (Toory(Mred), 0,0, [+, -]) from Equa-

tion (LI8) that is a DGLA morphism and hence also a morphism of (curved) Loo-algebras.
Theorem 5.1 The concatenation of all the above morphism results in a curved Lo,-morphism
Tred: (TB(M)5 /\7 7[‘]7 ! ]5 [ ) " ]) — (Tpoly(MTEd)v Oa 07 [ ) " ])a (51)

called reduction L..,-morphism. Considering the setting of formal power series in h we can extend
T\eq A-linearly and obtain

Thred: (TQ(M)[[FL]]?FL)‘? _[‘L ']a ['7 ]) — (Tpoly(Mred)[[h]]aovoa ['7 ])
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5.2 Reduction of Formal Poisson Structures

As mentioned above, a formal curved Maurer-Cartan element A(m — J') € hTy(M)[[R]] is an
invariant formal Poisson structure Am with formal moment map J + AJ’. By Tieq we obtain
therefore a formal Maurer-Cartan element

1
htreq = Z Errred,k(h(7r - J/)Vk) (52)
E>1

in T,o1, (Myea)[[R]] which corresponds to a formal Poisson structure meq on Myeq.

In order to show that this morphism gives indeed a non-trivial reduction scheme for formal
Poisson structures we show at first that we recover the Marsden-Weinstein reduction. This classical
setting is included in our formulation by considering special curved formal Maurer-Cartan elements
hr € hTy(M)[[A]], where in fact 7 € T (M) does not depend on h, i.e. is a classic G-invariant

poly
Poisson structure with momentum map 7.

Proposition 5.2 The reduction procedure of Marsden-Weinstein coincides with the one via Tieq
from Theorem [51 for Maurer-Cartan elements of the form hm € KTy(M)[[h]] with = € T, _(M).

poly

ProoF: By Lemma [£I0 we know that Am takes in the Taylor expansion hw the form hmyys + Ame,
where 7o = []; 76 with 7, € S'g®T}, (C). Then the application of po P yields a Maurer-Cartan
element Aimeq in the reduced DGLA (T, (Mied[[R]]),0, [, - ]) via

1
Aty = Z Ep © Pk(h(ﬂ-KKS + WC)a ceey h(ﬂ-KKS + 7"'C‘)) = p(hﬂ-OC)a
E>1

so this series is indeed well-defined. This Maurer-Cartan element corresponds to a classical Poisson
structure m..q with

P Tred(de, dyp) = 7T2~ (dp* ¢, dp™ ) = " ((mkks + mc)(dprolp™ ¢, dprolp™)

for ¢, € 6°°(Myeq), where prol: €°°(C') — 6>°(C) @[], S’g is the canonical prolongation. But
this is just the usual reduced Poisson structure from Marsden-Weinstein reduction. ([l

Now we want to show that our construction is indeed a non-trivial extension of the classical
Marsden-Weinstein reduction to the formal setting. For simplicity, let us consider for a moment
just a part of Tyeq, namely the map

Tred =poP: (TTay(C X g*)[[h]],h)\,—[J, ']’ ['a ]) — (Tpoly(Mred)[[h]]aOaOa ['a ])

Lemma 5.3 The induced map at the level of Maurer—Cartan elements

Trea: MC(Tray (C < g")[[A]]) — MC(Tyor, (Mrea)[[R]])

W= J') — > %Tred,k((h(ﬂ' — "))

k>1

1S a surjection.

PRrROOF: Let fimpea € MC(Tyory(Mrea)[[7]]), then we know from Corollary [L10] that
1
M= Hboo,k((hﬂ'red)\/k)
k>1

is a well-defined Maurer—Cartan element in T¢,,,(C)[[A]] with p(AIl) = hx. Using Proposition [£.18
we see that A(mxks + 1) € MC (T, (C x g)[[R]]) and

37 (s + 1)) = (1D = 7
E>1

as desired. ]
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5.3 Comparison of the Reduction Procedures

We conclude with a comparison of the different reduction procedures. More explicitly, we want to
compare the reduction via T eq from Theorem [B.I] with the with the reduction of formal Poisson
structures via the homological perturbation lemma, see Appendix [Al

In the setting of curved DGLA’s or curved L.-algebras it is more tricky to talk about equiva-
lent Maurer-Cartan elements. Thus we switch to the description of our reduction in terms of flat
DGLA’s as in Theorem .21l Here we need mgxs which is not available in the general setting, so
from now on we restrict ourselfes to the Taylor expansion (T, (C X g*), [Airkks — J, -], [+, - ])-

Consider formal Poisson structure 7, = Y- h"m, € [°°(A2TM)[[h]] with formal equivariant
momentum map Jp = J + AJ': g — 6€°°(M)[[A]]. By Proposition [A3 one gets an induced formal
Poisson bracket on Myeq = J~1({0})/G via

7 {u, v}rea = L*{[prolr*u], [prola*v]}p,

where the deformed restriction map is given by
= (1 (B )ho) T =05 (= a (S )ho)F, (5.4)
k=0

compare Proposition [A-3l We directly see that the reduction procedure works analogously for
T € Tr,,(C x g*)[[R]].

Theorem 5.4 The reduction of formal equivariant Poisson structures with formal momentum
maps via

Tred =po P: (TTay(C X g*)[[h]]a [hﬂ-KKS - J, ']’ [" ]) — (Tpoly(Mred)[[h]]aoa [" ])

coincides with the reduction of formal Poisson structures via the homological perturbation lemma
from Proposition [A.3.

PrROOF: We show at first that the reduction procedures coincide on Maurer-Cartan elements of
the form A, i.e. where the quantum momentum map is just the classical momentum map. Note
that by Corollary every formal Maurer-Cartan element i(7’ — J') is equivalent to such a hnc.
Writing again 7, € (S'g®@ T, (C))[[h]], the reduced Poisson structure via Tred is easy to describe,
namely by

0o 1. > hk
Mied = S Thear(hme V-V hmg) = > P o Pelme, ... mc) = p(hnt).
k=1"" k=1

In the reduction via the homological perturbation lemma one has ¢* = ¢* and thus the reduced
formal Poisson structures coincide by the same reasons as in the classical setting of Proposition[5.21

The idea is now to use the explicit equivalence from Proposition Let i(m — J') be a
formal Maurer-Cartan element in T+, (C x g*)[[71]] and X;° be the equivalence between the formal
Maurer-Cartan elements (mxxs+m, J+hJ') and (7xxs +7¢, J). The reduction via the homological
perturbation lemma maps both Poisson structures to the same formal Poisson structure on M eq.
This follows from Formula (A.I3) for the equivalence between the reduced Poisson structures since
Xp° differentiates only in direction of g*. We only have to show that Treq also maps both to the
same one. But X;° induces the following equivalence on the level of the reduced manifold

po PHXEEV exp(exp(X5°) b h(m — J'))) =0,

see e.g. [B Prop. 4.9], whence both reduced structures are again equal. This proves the theorem.[J

A BRST-Like Reduction of Formal Poisson Structures

In this section we want to recall a reduction scheme for formal Poisson structures similarly to the
reduction of star products in [I4] resp. to the BRST reduction as formulated in [2]. We recall
at first the homological perturbation lemma adapted to our setting, see [6, Thm. 2.4] and [23]
Chapter 2.4].
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A.1 Homological Perturbation Lemma

Definition A.1 (Homotopy equivalence data) A homotopy equivalence data (HE data) con-
sists of two chain complezes (C,d¢) and (D,dp) over a commutative ring R together with two
quasi-isomorphisms

p:C—D and i:D—C (A.1)

and a chain homotopy
h: D — D with idp —pi=dph+ hdp (A.2)

between pi and idp.

For a shorter notation we will denote such a HE data by
b: (Cde) = (DvdD) Zah

Moreover, we say that a graded map B: Dy — De_1 with (dp + B)2 = 0 is a perturbation
of the HE data. The perturbation is called small if idp +Bh is invertible, and the homological
perturbation lemma states that in this case the perturbed HE data is a again a HE data, see [0,
Thm. 2.4] for a proof.

Proposition A.2 (Homological perturbation lemma) Let

p: (Code) = (D.dp): ish
be a HE data and let B be small perturbation of dp, then the perturbed data

P: (C,d¢) = (D,dp): I,H (A.3)
with

A= (idp+Bh)"'B, dp=dp+B, de¢=dc+iAp,
P =p— hAp, I =i—iAh, H =h—hAh

1s again o HE data.

We will even encounter a simpler situation, namely that the complex C is concentrated in
degree 0 and D,, = 0 for n < 0:

dD 1 dD 2
0 +— Do D1
h() hl
Z\H\p (A.5)
0 Co 0

In this case, the perturbed HE data corresponding to a small perturbation B according to (A4)
is given by

P=p, I=i—i(idp+Biho) 'Bihg, H =h—h(idp+Bh) 'Bh
and, using the geometric power series, this can be simplified to
P=p, [=i(idp+Biho)~", H =h(idp+Bh)~ " (A.6)

Here we denote by B1: D1 — Dy the degree one component of B, analogously for h.
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A.2 Formal Koszul Complex

We start with the classical Koszul complex A®g ® €°° (M) that can be interpreted as the smooth
functions on M with values in the complexified Grassmann algebra of g. The Koszul differential
0 is given by

0: NgR6>°(M) — AT g0 6> (M), aw i(Jo)a=Joii(e)a, (A7)
where i denotes the left insertion and Jy = Jy e’ the decomposition of Jy with respect to a
basis el,..., e" of g*. The corresponding dual basis will be denoted by ei,..., e, and 92 = 0
follows immediately with the commutativity of the pointwise product in 6°°(M). The differential
0 is also a derivation with respect to associative and super-commutative product on the Koszul

complex, consisting of the A-product on A®g tensored with the pointwise product on the functions.
Moreover, it is invariant with respect to the induced g-representation

g3 & p(6) = ad(€) ®id — id ©%¢,, € End(A®g © €>°(M)) (A.8)
as we have
Op(ea) (@ ® f) = f5ex Ni(eT) N i)z @ Joif + Fii(e))a ® o f +i(eDw & JoidJo.as fho
— plea) Az ® )

for all x € A®g and f € €°°(M).
One can show that the Koszul complex is acyclic in positive degree with homology €°°(C) in
order zero, and that one has a G-equivariant homotopy

hi: Aig @ 6 (M) — A g @ 6> (M) (A.9)
given on C' C M,;.. C C x g* by

1
m@@m:@A/ﬁgw

0

(c,tp)dt, with 9Ohg =idg —prol™ and hgoprol =0,

(2

where z € AFg@6°°(C x g*) and (c, ) € C x g*, see [2, Lemma 6] and [I4] for the notation M,,...
In other words, this means that

prol: (€°°(C),0) = (A°g® €°°(M),0): (*,h
is a HE data of the special type of (A5, i.e. we have the following diagram:

) o
0 +— 6°(M) —><1* Alg®6€>(M) —%

h(] hl
L*J Tprol

00— €6>(C) 0

Let now 75 be an invariant formal Poisson structure with formal equivariant momentum map
Jr. In order to take care of the formal momentum map, we extend the Koszul complex A-linearly
and gain the HE data

prol: (6 (C)[[H],0) = (A*g ® 6> (M)[[H]],d): .*, h.

Since the formal momentum map Jy is a deformation of Jy in the sense that the difference
Jp—Jo=J": g — h6°°(M)[[R]] starts in order one of &, the formal differential 9y, = i(Jy) = 0+ B
with B = i(J") on A®g ® 6€°°(M)[[A]] is a small perturbation in the sense of the homological
perturbation lemma [A2l Indeed, 87 = 0 follows for the same reasons as 9* = 0, and id +Bh is
invertible as formal power series since Bh stars in order one of 4. Consequently, the corresponding
perturbed HE data

prol: (6(C)[[N],0) = (A*g @ €= (M)[[A]],Or): ¢*, h
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is given by
prol = prol, ¢* = /*(id+B1ho)™", h=h(id+Bh)"!, (A.10)

compare (A.6). In particular, we have ¢* 9y, = 0,
idpe ggegoo (A)[[]] —prole* = dph + h oy, (A.11)

as well as ¢*prol = idge(c—[n))) because of hgoprol = 0. Moreover, 9y, is still a g-equivariant
derivation of the algebra structure. Therefore, also ¢* and h are g-equivariant as all involved
maps are.

We denote the image of the deformed Koszul differential by

dn =1mop Ji);

| geree e = ¢
Since prole* is a projection with kernel gy, compare (ATI]), we get with the injectivity of prol
In = ker | o (-

As 0y, is €°°(M)[[h]]-linear, Jy, is an ideal in 6°°(M)[[R]] with respect to the pointwise product.
Moreover, J, is a Poisson subalgebra of (6°°(M)[[A]],{-, - }n) because of

L gdn =GP 9T Tidn + £ I 0" + g L Tidn + JiJi{ £, 97 3n) = 0
for f = f'Ji,g = ¢’ J; € J5. As usual, one can consider the Poisson normalizer
Br=A{f € €>=(M)[[A] | {f,dn} C In},

the biggest Poisson subalgebra containing J5 as Poisson ideal. Then we know that the quotient
is a Poisson algebra and we even have the following;:

Proposition A.3 There exists a unique formal Poisson structure m.eq on Myeq such that
Br/dn > [fl— " f € 7€ (Mrea)[[P]]
is an isomorphism of Poisson algebras with inverse w*u — [prolr*ul].
PRrOOF: We have for u € 6°°(M,eq)[[R]],7 = 7*Jx € Jn and f € By,
JS{prolm*u, j}n = ¢* (jk{prolﬁ*u, Jietn + Jk{prolﬁ*u,jk}h) = L*(jk.%(ek)Mprohr*u) =0

as well as
g(ei)c’l’*f = L*g(ei)z\/ff = L*{fa Jz}h = 0,
thus the maps are both well-defined. The fact that the maps are mutually inverse is clear since

t*prol =id and id —prole* = dyh € Jj.

The compatibility with the pointwise product follows from the explicit form ¢* = ¢*0)", (=B ho)*
and the fact that

ho(fprolg) = prolg - ho f,
which directly yields
M ([fg]) = " ([fprole™g]) = " f - *g.

The compatibility of prol in the setting M = M,,.. in the notation of [14] is clear since it is just
a pull-back. In addition, we get a unique induced formal Poisson structure on M;eq via

7 { U, V}red = ™ {[prolm*ul, [prolr™v]} 5.

Antisymmetry is clear and also the Jacobi identity follows directly, where we omit the sign for the
equivalence classes:

7 {u, {v, Whred brea = t*{prolr*u, prole™ {prolr*v, prolr*w}n }r
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= " ({{prolr*u, prolr* v}y, proln*w}y + {prola™v, {proln™u, prolr™w}s }r)
= W*({{uv ’U}redv w}}red + {Uv {ua w}red}red)-

Concerning the Leibniz identity we get

7 { Uy VW}rea = L {prolr*u, prol(7*v)prol(m*w)}p
= *({prolr™*u, prol(7*v) } prol(7*w) + prol(n*v) {prolr™u, prol(m*w)})

=7" (v{u, w}red + {’U,, U}redw)
since ¢*(fprole) = t*(f)o. O

Now we want to show that the reduction procedure is compatible with equivalences, i.e. that
equivalent formal Poisson structures with formal momentum maps are reduced to equivalent re-
duced Poisson structures.

Proposition A.4 Let T = exp(Xy): (mn, Jn) — (75, J}) be an equivalence of formal invariant
Poisson structures with momentum maps, i.e. X € AL (TM)[[h]] such that

Trp=m, and ToJy=Jj. (A.12)
Then one has even Xp € hI>™(TM)C[[R]] and
Trea = (7*) L 0t* o T o prol o * (A.13)
is an equivalence between the reduced formal Poisson structures Tyea and ml.q.

PROOF: The proof is analogue to the case of star products in [23, Lemma 4.3.1]. At first, as
in [25, Prop. 6.2.20] one can show that T'm;, = 7}, is equivalent to

But then (A12) implies
‘££5MTf = {Tfa Jf/i(g)};i = T{fa Jh(g)}h = T'££€Mf'

In particular, this yields [£y, Xi] = 0 and thus the invariance of Xj. In addition, recall from
Proposition [A3] that we have an isomorphism of Poisson algebras

Bn
In

By [25 Prop. 6.2.7] we know that T is an automorphism with respect to the pointwise product,
thus we see directly from the definition of the deformed Koszul differential that

I

(6°° (Mrea)[[P]], rea)

Tody=08;0T = T: Jn —> 3.
Analogously, we have for j’ € J, with j =T7'j' € J; and f € By,
(Tf. Y =T{f i eTdh=0" =  T:By B}

Thus Tyeq establishes an isomorphism of the spaces By /Jy, and B /J}. It remains to check the
compatibility with the Poisson bracket:

T Tred{t, V}red = ' Tprole* {proln™u, prolr* v}y

= *'T{prolr*u, prolr*v},
since 7' maps the kernel of ¢* into the kernel of +*'. On the other hand, we get

T Treats; Tredv}ooq = t*' {prole* Tprola*u, prole* Tprolr*v}},
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= *{Tprolr*u, Tprolr*v}}

since we take on the right hand side the bracket in B} /d} where [prole*’ f] = [f]. Thus the
compatibility with the brackets is shown. It remains to show that Ti.q is of the form T,q =
exp(Xrea,n) for some vector field Xyeq, € A% (T Myeq)[[R]]. Since T = exp(Xy) we know that
Trea is a formal power series of C[[h]]-linear operators starting with id +A(...). We can write
Tred = exp(hD) via

o] (_1)s+1 s

hD = go —(T—id)".

Again by |25 Prop. 6.2.7] it suffices to show Tieq(uv) = Trea(u)Tvea(v), which directly implies
Tred = exp(Xyed) for some vector field X,oq € AL (T Myeq)[[Fi]]. But this is clear since each of
the involved maps in the definition of Ti.q is compatible with the pointwise product: The maps
prol, 7* and (7*)~! since they resp. their inverses are pull-backs, the map T since T' = exp(Xp,)
and ¢* by Proposition [A.3] O
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